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CHRONOLOGY OF © THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES,” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVI[Ith Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey's Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 22np JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :— 

North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply—(Petition for Bill). 
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Dover Corporation mend, Reinids Tydfil Urban District Council Bill.— 
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way Bill; London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; Walker and 
Wallsend Union Gas Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and 
North-Western Railways (Steam Vessels) Bill—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Lord Stewart of Garlies (£. Galloway) be 
proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Earl Powis ; read, and agreed to ves 
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Report of the Amendments to be received To-morrow ves 

PETITIONS. 

DECLARATION OF THE SOVERFI3N AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Petitions 
for abrogation of : of Roman Catholics in Plymouth (4) ; Devonport (2) ; 
Axminster ; Barnstaple; Bideford ; Chudleigh (2) ; Buckfastleigh ; Dart- 
moor, Prince Town; Dartmouth; Exmouth; Honiton; Ilfracombe ; 
Newton Abbot (2); Paignton ; Sidmouth ; Teignmouth ; Tiverton ; Tor- 
quay, St. Mary Church ; Totnes ; Bridport ; Chideock; Dorchester ; Lyme 
Regis ; Marnhull and Gillingham; Portland; Shaftesbury ; Sherborne ; 
Shottisbury ; Staplehill and Wimborne ; Swanage ; Weymouth ; Bodmin ; 
Camborne ; Falmouth; Launceston; Liskeard; Penzance; St. Ives; 
Saltash ; Polperro ; Truro; the Lizard ; St. Columb and St. Magnam ; and 
Gosport. Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Divorce Bix [H.1.].—Petitions in favour of: of persons signing (30); read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table pe ee a Sea 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3001. United States (Philadelphia). 


No. 3002. Bulgaria. 
No. 3003. Turkey (Erzerum). 
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No. 3004. China (Nanking). . 

No. 3005. France (New Caledonia). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie onthe Table ... aed rer 4 
SUPERANNUATION.— Treasury Minute, dated 16th June, 1903, granting a retired 

allowance to Henry Upton, sorter, Post Office, London ina oie 4 
Civi List PENsions.— List of all pensions granted during the year ended the 

31st March, 1903, and payable under the provisions of Section 9 (1) of the 

Civil List Act, 1901 He 5 tg sce sh oe ike ane 4 
Fines, Etc. (IRELAND).—Abstract of the Accounts of Fines accounted for by 

the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks, for the year 1901 ... bie ve 4 
Does REGULATION (IRELAND) Act, 1865.—Accounts of receipts and expendi- 

ture under the Act, for the year 1902 se at ies ee sii 5 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 

Special Exception : Overtime, Christmas Card-making. 

Order, dated 18th June, 1903, made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department with regard to the overtime employment of women 
in the making of Christmas and New Year cards 5 
(Dangerous and Unhealthy Industries.) 

I. Report to His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment by Chester Jones, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, on the draft regulations 
(October, 1902) proposed to be made for factories and workshops in which 
the process of file-cutting by hand is carried on. 

II. Regulations, dated 19th June, 1903, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department in pursuance of Section 19 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, for the process of file-cutting by hand. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 5 
MunicipaL TrapING.—The evidence taken before the Joint Committee from 

time to time to be printed, but no copies to be delivered out except to 

members of the Committee, and to such other persons as the Committee 

shall think fit, until further order. (No. 124.) re oti ne) os 5 
ARMY REGULATIONS. 

Lord Heneage ne ES Da eee Sei Me ss Ss 5 
Moved to resolve that, in the opinion of this House, it is desirable, in the 

interests of the Service, that opportunities should be given to a larger 

number of officers to pass through the Staff College for a shorter period 

than at present ; that all officers on the Staff or extra regimental duty 

should be seconded ; and, further, that all officers should return to their 

regiment on promotion, or on the completion of five years’ Staff or 
extra regimental service.—(7he Lord Heneage.) 

The Under Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Hardwicke) ... ee 10 


Motion. by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
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THE ConDITION OF HOLYROQD PALACE. 
The Earl of Leven and Melville 


Moved that there be laid before the House—-1. A plan of the Palace of 
Holyrood House as it exists; 2. A full report, showing—(a) The 
internal sanitary arrangements and water supply, and its external 
drainage system as existing to-day ; (6) A report showing what is 
proposed to be done to make them good, and a detailed estimate of 
the cost.—(Zhe Earl of Leven and Melville.) 


The First Commissioner of Works (Lord Windsor) ... 
The Earl of Rosebery 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour ¢ of / Burleigh) 
The Earl of Leven and Melville 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill (H.L.]—{Seconp ReEap- 
ING].—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Belper i ‘ ‘ saa 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— (Lord 2 Be iio ) 


Lord Tweedmouth ... 
The Lord oa of C anterbury 
Lord Norton 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Friday next. 


Elementary Education Amendment Bill (No. 125); Out-Door Relief 
Pensioners Bill (No. 126).—Read 1*, and to be printed 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven o'clock till to-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 22np JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrIVATE Bits [Lorps] (STANDING OkDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).— Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, ‘the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.:—Hastings Harbour 
District Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PRIVATE BiLis [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not prev iously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not keen complied with, viz. :—Maryport Harbour 
Bill [ Lords] ; Chatham and District Light Railway s Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the — be referred to the Select Committee on sina 
Orders sa on a a3 se 
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PRIVATE BiLt Petitions [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :—North Metropolitan Electrie Power Supply Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the nits be referred to the Select Committee on cain 
Orders eye ie ve a ss 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the first Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— Drainage and Improve- 
ment of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


Harrow and Stanmore oe Bill ieantanited —Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments 6 a big ye fad 


South Shields Corporation Bill; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill.—Read the third time, and passed vee one 


Wirral Railway Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, with 


Amendments 
Exeter Corporation Bill {[Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Castleblaney, Keady, and 4rmagh Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. — 
Petition for additional Provision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills as vie 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill.—Ordered, That the Minutes 
of Evidence taken before the Committee on the North Eastern Railway 
Bill, 1897, be referred to the Committee on the Humber Commercial Rail- 
way and Dock Bill of this session.—(Mr. Caldwell.) ... 


Erith Tramways and with Amen Bill.—Reported from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee, with Amendments ; aati to lie — the — and 
to he printed aN: ; a 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Electric Lighting Provisional Urders 
(No. 4) Bill, without Amendment. 


_ Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill, with an Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law 
relating to Musical Copyright.” [Musical Copyright Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law relating tu Justices 
of the Peace with respect to residence, to qualification of Solicitors, and to 
the removal of ex-officio Justices” [Justices of the Peace Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water Works Facilities 
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Act, 1870, relating to Bulsover and District Water, Goring and Streatley 
District Water, Leatherhead and District Water, oe pane Water, and 
Mid-Kent Water.” [Water Orders Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to authorise the Bournemouth Gas 
and Water Company to acquire additional lands to construct works, and 
for other purposes.” [Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Lord Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Burgesses of the city of Bristol to construct additional dock 
railways and works; and for other purposes.” | Bristol Corporation Bill 
(Lords). | 


And also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Salford to construct an additional tram- 
way, aw to adapt and use portions of tramway outside the borough, and to 
make street improvements, to provide for transfer to the Corporation of 
certain powers of electric lighting, and to raise additional moneys by mort- 

age and by the creation and issue of stock, and for other purposes.” 
Salford Corporation Bill (Lords).]  ... ove , os i pid 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill [| Lorps]; Bristol Corporation Bill { Lords]; 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 





Water Orders Confirmation Bill Laney hype the first time ; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 253. | 


PETITIONS. 


Cuvurcw DiscrpLtine BILi.—Petitions against: from Stafford; Broadstairs ; 
and Westminster ; to lie upon the Table ake aed pore 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING Law (COMPEN- 
SATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petitions against: from Heywood ; 
and Preston ; to lie upon the Table a = om 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WiFe’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: from 
Basingstoke ; and Sydmonton ; to lie upon the Table in 


PREVENTION OF CoRRUPTION BILL.—Petition from Cowdenbeath, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table a = des ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Civit List PENsions.—Copy presented, of List of all Pensions granted during 
the year ended 31st March, 1903, and payable under the provisions of 
Section 9 (1) of the Civil List Act, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 213.] We id seh oii pate _ 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
16th June, 1903, granting to Henry Upton, Sorter, Post Office, London, a 
retiring allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Factory AND WorkKsHOoP ACTs (DANGEROUS AND UNHEALTHY INDUSTRIES).— 
Copy presented, of Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, by Chester Jones, Esquire, Barrister-at-Law, on the Draft Regulations 
(October, 1902) proposed to be made for Factories and Workshops in which 
the process of file-cutting by hand is carried on [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table se oe el ‘<i Spc il oi ae in 
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FACTORY AND WorKSHOP ACTS (DANGEROUS AND UNHEALTHY INDUSTRIES).— 
Copy presented, of Regulations, dated 19th June, 1903, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of Section 79 of 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, for the a of dosrpesiniines by 
hand [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


FacTOoRY AND WorKSHOP ACTs (SPECIAL ExCEPTION—OVERTIME, CHRISTMAS 
CarD-MAKING).—Copy presented, of Order, dated 18th June, 1903, made 
vy the Secretary of State for the Home Department with regard to the 
overtime employment of women in the making of Christmas and New Year 
Cards [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


IMPORTS AND Exports.—Return presented, relative thereto es 17th June 
—Mr. Lambert] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 214.] 


Docs REGULATION (IRELAND) Act, 1865.—Account presented, of the Receipts 
and Expenditure under the Act for the year 1902 (by ii to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 215.]  .. ‘ sds bits 


Fines, Erc. (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of Fines 
accounted for by the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1901 [hy ns 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 216.] es 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3001 to 3005 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON).—Further Return relative thereto {ordered 
2nd August, 1894—Mr. Francis Stevenson] ; to be printed. [No. 217.] 


PusLic Recorps (DisposaL or DocuMENTS).—Copy of Additional Rule under 
the Public Record Office Acts, 1877 and 1898, for the ee of certain 
Documents [by Act] . one 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CLIFFE CREEK COASTGUARD VFrssEL.—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman ate ea 


IMPORTATION OF ARGENTINE CATTLE—FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE.-—Question, 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


WHEAT CULTIVATION IN INDIA.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ... ; 


LICENSED PREMISES IN BomMBAY.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts neaieeaaiain 
W.); Answer, Lord George Hamilton ‘ oa ; 


SEIZURE OF ILLICIT PLANT AT BUNCRANA AND glia Mr. 
O’Doherty (Donegal, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. on ‘i 


IMPORTATION OF TIN PLATE Bars.—Question, Sir Thomas leteasnen (St. 
Pancras, E.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ‘ 
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CoMMERCIAL TREATIES—Most-FAVOURED-NATION ripen ern Sir - 


Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


LONDON SCHOOL CHILDREN—PHYSICAL AND MENTAL CONDITION.-—Question, Sir 
John Gorst (Cambridge University) ; Answer, Sir William Anson... 


46 
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Scotch EpucaTion—RELieF OF ScHoot Ferrs.—Question, Mr. Caldwell 
(Lanarkshire, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray each ae es 


BrisTtoL Post OFricE Starr.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse vents E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain oe rae me ae 


PostaL SERVICES COMMITTEES—REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYEES.—Question, 
* Mr. Tankerville Chamberlayne neers Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain - iat iat ihe rae 


WaIMA ARBITRATION—PAYMENTS OF COMPENSATION.—Question, Mr. Bill 
(Staffordshire, Leek) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ws ee 

ConpucT OF PoLice AT RaPHOE.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham vat iii is eas byes ee 3 ie 


Motor -CAR SERVICE BETWEEN WESTPORT AND LOUISBURGH.—Question, 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... oe bs 


DAMAGE BY STORM TO TEACHERS’ RESIDENCES IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... se + 


LAND COMMISSION—SITTINGS AT CAVAN.— Question, Mr. Samuel Young 
, - 5 
(Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham : a2 


DinGLE HARBOUR PIER. scala Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; ak a ad, ‘i its 


IntsH NATIONAL ScHOOLS—DELAY IN PassING or PLANS.—Question, Mr. 
M’Fadden (Donegal, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... af “ 


[kisH ANCIENT MONUMENTS —GREENAN HILt.—Question, Mr, O’Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham - di 


Irish LoAN FuND DEBENTU eet Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) , 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson .. we a ee on io - 


Repatk OF Roaps LEADING to Camp AT SHANKILL, Co. WickLow.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


Wueat CULTIVATION IN CANADA, AUSTRALIA, AND SOUTH AFRICA. Sean 
Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain , ; = 


TRISTAN DA CUNHA—REMOVAL OF INHABITANTS.—Question, Mr. Fuller 
(Wiltshire, Westbury) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain we 


AVERAGE Cost OF PRISONERS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas ... ane ose ove _ ia dic ~~ - 


ENCROACHMENT OF SEA ON East Coast.—Question, Sir John vila cia ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster of ee 4 


PortsMoUTH DocKYARD—DISMISSAL OF EMPLOYEES. ih ante Mr. Reginald 
Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. " aes mi 


Cost OF IMPORTATION OF INDIAN COOLIES INTO BRITISH GUIANA. ~ Question, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 

SOMALILAND. —Questions, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. Schwann (Man- 
chester, N.), Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton), and Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ; Aan A ui ae a i 


ARMY CANTEENS.—Questions, Mr. Bull (Hammersmith) and Mr. Kilbride 
(Kildare, S.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick Las a: Pe ia 


WooLwicH ARSENAL DISASTER. ial —_— Norton aii W. D5 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick.. Re we : 


H.MLS. “ MAJestic.”— Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


NORTHERN NIGERIA—MILITARY OPERATIONS.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) 


Lorp TENNYSON’S TERM OF OFFICE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain “A se ee ; s 


TRANSVAAL DyNAMITE DuTy.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, 
W.) : Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain jes “Ae a Gs 4 


TRANSVAAL DiAMoND Duty.—Question, Mr. Markham; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain oa 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain : 


DIAMOND FINDS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Markham ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain ... ae ae as 


BritisH Treaty RicHts with ForetGN CouNTRIES.-—Question, Sir Edgar 
Vincent (Exeter); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) ... 


SERVIA—ATTITUDE OF THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT.— Questions, Mr. Malcolm 
(Suffolk, Stowmarket), Mr. William Redmond, and Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 
S.); Answers, Lord Cranborne and The Prime Minister and First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


British TREATIES OF COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION.—Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer, Lord Cranborne Se = my 

BrussELS SuGAR CONVENTION. —Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Lord 
Cranborne ais al te ; 

CoMMERCIAL TREATY WITH GERMANY.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne bins : ; 


THE ENGLISH BENEDICTINES. Biante Colonel Nolan Ee } ds Answer, 
Lord Cranborne ; = ee eis : es ; 


British INTERESTS AT CAPE JUBY.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke dil 
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STATISTICAL ABSTRACT.—Question, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, 
Gainsborough) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Arthur Elliot, Durham) bas Sas ‘ 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.——Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheftield, Central) ; 
Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar 
Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; 


AVERAGE DUTIES ON BriTISH Exror TS.—Question, Sir Edgar Vincent ; Answer, 
Mr. Bonar Law 


CANADIAN AND AMERICAN MAILS —Question, Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; 
Answer, The Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) 
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Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir 
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Irish EpucaTion GRANTS.—-Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
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Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LisMORE GARROTTING CASE.—Question, Mr. O’'Shee (Waterford, W.); Answer, 
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TALLOW MEETING PROHIBITED.—Questions, Mr. O’Shee and Captain Donelan 
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TULLAMORE 4A0L.—Questions, Mr. John O'Donnell (Mayo, 8S.) ; Answers, Mr. 
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Irish Evicrep TENANTS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; 
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LIMERICK AND Cork MAIL TRAINS.—Question, Mr. ~— ce sce mes ; Answer, 
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VANDELEUR ESTATE.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond and Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 3e se 7 


GJALWAY AND THE MARINE Works Act GRANT.—Question, Mr. Charles 
Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ane idk nie are 


ASHBOURNE ACT PURCHASERS. _—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E,); mea 
Mr. Wyndham ... By ois aah nee = ee oe i 


Irish LocAL GOVERNMENT BOARD STAFF.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork 
County, Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham eae me — co 


Irish LAND PURCHASE.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRELAND—MAYORS AND THE JUDICIAL OarH.—Questions, Mr. Condon (Tip- 
perary, E.); Answers, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) = ies 


THe Irish GOLD ORNAMENTs.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, 
N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ue 


InisH Butrer TRADE—RAILWAY DELAYS IN ENGLAND.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae wha x sisi 

GERMANY AND CANADA.—Questions, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Lambert, and Mr. 
Blake ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain and Mr. A. J. Balfour : 

CANADIAN DvutTies..—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. Charles Devlin ; 


Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 
FiscaL INquiry.—Questions, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland), Mr. 
Black (Banffshire), and Mr. Labouchere ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


3IMETALLISM AND THE FiscaL INquiry.—Question, Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Otley) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 5 a ns a 


NAvAL Works BiILi.—Question, Sir John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill.—leported, with Amend- 
ments, from the Standing Committee on Law, ete. Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 218]. Minutes of the P roceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 218.] Bill, as amended (in the 
Standing Committee), to be considered upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 252.) aes vo ? cite ssi si - 

Public Accounts. -Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to request 
that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to Sir Henry Graham, 
the Clerk of the Parliaments, to attend to be examined as a Witness before 
the Committee of Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur Hayter.) ... 


Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ In page 1 to postpone Clause 1.”— 
(Mr. Hardy.) 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) —... re ss 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, — 
Lord Huh Ceeil (Greenwich) : 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Philip Foster (Warwickshire, Stratford-upon-A von) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 11, to leave out the word ‘twenty-five’ and 
insert the word ‘ fifteen.’ ”—(Mr. Philip Foster ) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ twenty-five’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) 
Mr. Ritchie ... ee ne 


Amendment negatived. 
Mr, Chaplin 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 1, to leave out Clause 1.”—( Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, _—- 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) iad - 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horneastle) .. 
Mr. Ritchie... re ae — 

Mr. Middlemore (Bir mingham, x) 

Sir Harry Seton- Kar (St. Helens) 

Mr. Charles Me Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 

Mr. David Muelver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) 

Sir H. Cumphell- Bannerman en Burghs) 

Mr. Chaplin Ree Sets 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 416; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 125.) 
Clause 2 :— 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words ‘continue to,’ and 
insert the words ‘cease and the duty of fourpence the pound on tea 
shall.’ ”—( Mr. Channing.) 

Questiqn proposed, “ That the words ‘continue to’ stand part of the 
clause.” 
Mr. Ritchie gins oe 
Sir Charles McLaren n , (Le sicestershire, Bosu ——- 
Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) . 

And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Mr. J. W. LowruHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 2 :— . 
Amendment proposed— ™ 
“Tn page 2, line 28, to leave out the words ‘ continue to,’ and insert 
the words ‘ cease and the duty of 4d. the pound on tea shall.’”—(Mr. 
Channing.) 
(Question proposed, ‘That the words ‘ continue to’ stand part of the clause,” 
Mr. Levy ... ~ See ii fiat ve an ioe 2 100 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ... re no on tes nee - 2 
Mr. David MacIver ve es co sist ar a sco ee 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) ... ee ae oe : ... 154 
Mr. Ritchie er 154 
Sir Frederick Banbury 155 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154 ; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 126.) 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 
Mr. David MacIver cee 2 he ae ia , .. 159 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, leave out Clause 3.” 
Question put, “That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill,” and agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 
Mr. Duvid MaclIver See an ea ae as Pe ~~ oo 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 11, after the word ‘ shall,’ to insert the words 
‘as regards all profits derived from investments other than in the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland or in any other part of 
His Majesty’s Dominions.’”-—(Mr. David MacIver.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That the words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie fp me ee sl wid ie “a - 
Question put, and negatived. 
Mr, J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) on és ee ae .. 163 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, lines 11 and 12, to leave out the words ‘ rate of 
cleyen pence, and to insert ‘following rate, namely :—In respect of 
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incomes exceeding seven hundred pounds and not exceeding one 
thousand pounds a year, eleven pence. In respect of incomes ex- 
ceeding six hundred pounds and not exceeding seven hundred pounds 





a year, ten pence. In respect of incomes exceeding five hundred 


pounds and not exceeding six hundred pounds a year, nine pence. 
(Mf. J. H. Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘rate of eleven pence’ stand part of 


the clause. 


Mr. Ritché nies we AES 

Mr. Sydney Buston (Tower Humlets, Poplar) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach (Bristol, .)... sea 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR. Elland) ... 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 

Mr. Broadhurst ( Leicester) a 

Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. J. H. Lewis 

Mr. Ritchie... ons 

Sir M. Ti: hes Beach 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. McCrae (Edinlurgh, E.) 
Mr. Ritchie re POE se 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kircudbrightshire) 
Sir H, Camphell-Bannernan 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 27, to leave out Sub-section (1).”—(Sir 


Campbell- Bannerman.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section (1) stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Ritchie... acs 

Sir M. Hicks Beach on 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 
Mr. Ritchie 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put, “ That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


H, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154 ; Noes, 36. (Division List No. 127.) 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 


ask leave to sit again ”—(Mr. Joseph Walton),—put and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day. 


NEW BILL, 


ANCIENT Licurs.—Bill to amend the law relating to Easements of Light, 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Fletcher Moulton, Mr. Haldane, Mr. 


Robson, Mr. H. D. Greene, and Mr. Herbert Robertson 


upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 254.] 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—On the Motion that the House do now adjourn. 


Sir Alerander Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, Wellington) 


Adjourned at a quarter before One o'clock. 


ANCIENT Licuts Bitt.—* To amend the Law relating to Easements of Light,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 23rp JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the hxaminers that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Biil have been complied with : 
-—Baker Street and Waterloo Ra‘lway (Transfe:). 


Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following 
3ills :—Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order ; Hamilton Burg: 
Provisional Order. 


And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— Metropolitan Police Provisional 
Order ; Military Lands Provisional Orders. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table... oy t ae ids 3S 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of 
the following Bills ought to be dispensed with, and the Bills allowed to 
proceed :— Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers); Wigan Cor- 
poration Tramways ; Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Railway ; Romford 
and District Tramways : Beckenham Urban District Council. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the petition 
for additional provision in the South Western and Isle of Wight Junction 
Railway Bill [H.1.] ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to the 
Committee on the Bill to insert the additional provision. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the London, 
Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill ought not to be dispensed with, but 
that the Bill may be allowed to proceed, subject to Clauses 8, 10, and 11 
being struck ont of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Sill allowed to proceed, on a proviso being inserted in the Bill for the 
protection of the debenture and preference shareholders, and subject to the 
Bill heing submitted to the meeting of the proprietors of the Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Company now summoned to meet. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Stroud 
and District Tramways Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed 
to proceed, subject to the names of james Grainger Bellamy and Alexander 
Siemens being struck out of the Bill. 


Read and agreed to... ihe rae am roe ods oe .. 193 
Gorleston and Southtown Gas Bill.—Reported without Amendment - 


Kip’s Patents Bill [u.1.]; Bangor Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; Fishguard and Ross- 
lare Railways and Harbours Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ... >. see 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.].—Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Thursday next ns ne = si ane oe 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.1.|.— Reported from the Select 
Committee without Amendment, and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Thursday next on ‘0 we ob das - 194 
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New Hunstanton Improvement Bill.__The King’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported with Amendments 5 ibe - OF is 


Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers) Bill; Beckenham Urban 
District Council Bill ; Stroud and District Tramways Bill; Romford and 
District Tramways Bill ; Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Railway Bill ; 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill ; Wigan Corporation Tram- 
ways Bill.—Moved, That the order made on the 16th day of March last, 
“That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bills be now read 2° ; agreed to; Bills read 2* accordingly. 


and returned to the Commons ... 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and _ passed, 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill [1.1.]; Metropolitan District Railway 
‘Various Powers) Bill ; Beckenham Urban District Council Bill ; Stroud and 
District Tramways Bill ; Romford and District Tramways Bill ; London, 
Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—Committed : The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection in 


Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill; Grindleford, 3aslow, and Bakewell 
Railway Bill. - Committed ie ia mie on me 


Bradford Corporation Bill [.1.|.—Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments ra ‘iin oa in si ; ie 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill.—Brought from the Commons se 


South Shields Corporation Bill ; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage 
Board Bill.—Brought from the Commons, read 1"; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Harrow and Stanmore Gas Bill |... |.—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to... 


Wirral Railway Bill [ 1... |.—-Returned from the Commons amended... 


Pusiic AccouNTs.— Message from the Commons for leave for the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to attend to be examined as a witness before the Select Com- 
mittee of that House. Leave given accordingly, and a Message ordered to 
be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith 


Come Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [H.t. | 

(No. 127).—A Bill to contirm a Provisional Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow Corporation 
(Police) ... ; 


H.L.] (No. 128).—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private 
uegislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow Corporation 
Tramways es hs ied = ; ie oa pee 


aces Corporation Tramways Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 


Were presented by the Lord Balfour, read 1* ; and to be printed ... 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus emg Companies Bill ; 
Crystal Palace District Gas Bill; Leigh Corporation Bill ; Wellingborough 
and District Tramroads Bill ; Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties 
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Railways Bill; Watford and Edgware Railway Bill ; Middlesbrough Cor 
poration Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill ; Seaforth and 
Sefton Junction Railway Bill; London County Council (Tramways and 
Improvements) Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills; (viz.), E. Mayo, L. Braye, L. 
Strathspey (2. Seufield), L. Herries (chairman), L. St. Oswald ; agreed to ; 
and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next at Eleven o'clock ; and all Petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the 
Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill._-Committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House he ar 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 
11) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill ; Naval Works 
Provisional Order Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), and passed ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [ 4... }.—Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next em 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (No. 130); Locai 


Government Provisional Order -(No. 18) Bill (No. 131).—Read 1* ; to be 


printed ; and referred to the Examiners 
PETITIONS. 
RoyaL DECLARATION BILL [1.L.].— Petitions in favour of ; of Abbot’s Salford, 
Evesham ; Aberavon ; Abertillery ; Aberystwyth ; Abingdon ; Acton 


Burnell ; Aiskew ; Alcester ; Allerton Park and District ; Alnwick ; Alston 
and District ; Alton; Altrincham ; Amberley: Amble (Northumberland) ; 
Ambleside ; Anderton ; Angmering and Cross Bush ; Annitsford ; Ascot ; 
Ashbourne ; Ashford (Kent) ; Ashford (Middlesex): Ashington ; Ashton- 
under-Lyne ; Atherton ; Avon Dasset ; Backworth ; Bacup ; Bakewell and 
Hassop; Banbury; Bangor; Barking (2); Barmouth ; Barnard Castle ; 
Barnet ; Barrasford; Bartestree and District ; Barton-on-Humber ; Barton- 
on-Irwell; Basingstoke; Bath (2); Battle; Beckenham; Bedford ; 
Beeston ; Begbroke; Bentham ; Berwick-on-Tweed (2); Bexhill-on-Sea ; 
Biddlestone ; Bilston; Birchley ; Birkdale (2) ; Birkenhead (4) ; Birming- 
ham (8); Birtley; Bishop Auckland; Bishops Stortford (2); Bishop 
Thornton and District ; Blackbrook ; Blackburn (2); Blackmore Park ; 
Blackpool ; Blaenau Festiniog ; Blundellsands ; Blyth ; Bognor ; Bollington ; 
Bolton (4); Bolton-le-Sands; Bootle (2); Boscombe; Bournemouth ; 
Bradford (4); Braintree; Brentford (2); Brentwood (2); Brewood ; 
Bridgend ; Bridgnorth ; Bridgwater ; Brierley Hill ; Brighouse ; Brighton 
(3); Brindle ; Bristol (3) ; Broadway ; Bromley (Kent); Brooms ; Brough 
Hall; Broughton ; Broxwood : Brynmawr ; Buckland ; Buckley ; Burgess 
Hill; Burnham; Burscough and Lathom; Burslem ; Burton-on-Trent ; 
Bury (2); Bury St. Edmunds; Buxton; Byer Moor; Cambridge ; 
Campden ; Cannock and Hednesford ; Carditf (5); Carisbrooke ; Carlisle 
(4); Carlton ; Carmarthen ; Carshalton ; Castleford ; Castleton ; Catforth ; 
Chatham ; Chelmsford ; Chepstow ; Chester (2) ; Chesterfield ; Chester-le- 
Street ; Chichester ; Chigwell ; Chippenham ; Chipping ; Chipping Sodbury ; 
Chislehurst ; Chorley (3); Cirencester ; Claughton-on-Brock ; Clayton Green ; 
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Cleator; Clevedon ; Clifford ; Clifton ; Cockermouth; Coedangred ; 
Colchester ; Coleshill ; Colne ; Colwich ; Congleton; Corby ; Cornforth 
and District ; Cottam; Coughton; Courtfield ; Coventry (2) ; Crawley ; 
Crayford ; Crewe ; Croft ; Crook ; Croydon; Dalton-in-Furness ; Darlington ; 
Dartford ; Deal (2); Denaby Main; Denbigh ; Derby (2); Derwent and 
District ; Devizes; Dewsbury; Ditton Hall; Doncaster; Dorking : 
Dover; Downall Green; Downsine (2); Dudley ; Dukinfield ; Dunmow 
(2); Durham; Eastbourne ;' East Grinstead; East Harptree; East 
Hendred; Eastleigh ; Eastwood; Eccles; Egton Bridge; Ellingham : 
Eltham ; Enfield (2); Epsom; Erdington ; Errwood and Whaleybridge ; 
Esh; Esh Laude; Euxton; Evesham; Exton and Oakham ; Fairfield : 
Fairford; Fareham; Farnborough; Farnham; Farnworth; Faversham : 


Felton ; Fernyhalgh ; Flint: Florence (British Subjects); Folkestone ; - 
Fordingbridge; Formby; Foxcote; Frizington; Frome; Gainford ; 


Gainsborough ; Garstang ; Garston ; Gateshead ; Gillmoss ; Glastonbury ; 
Goodwick ; Goole ; Gosforth ; Grange-over-Sands ; Grangetown ; Grantham ; 
Grrassendale ; Gravesend ; Grayshott ; Great Crosby ; Great Eccleston : 
Great Haywood; Guildford and Godalming; Hainton ; Halifax (2) : 
Haltwhistle ; Hampton Wick and Teddington (2) ; Hanley ; Harrington : 
Harrogate ; Harrow-on-the-Hill (2); Hartlepool ; Hastings and Rye (2): 
Haunton ; Haverfordwest; Haydon Bridge; Hayward’s Heath; Heaton 
Norris; Hemsworth; Hereford: Heron's Ghyll; Hethe; Hexham ; 
Hillingdon; Hinckley (2): Hindley: Hoddeston; Holyhead and 
Beaumaris ; Holywell (2): Hornby: Horsham ; Horwich ; Houghton-le 
Spring; Hove: Huddersfield: Hulme; Husbands Bosworth ; Huyton : 
Hythe ; Ilford; Iikley ; Ingatestone : Ipswich and Woodbridge ; Islewort! 
(4); Keighley; Kelvedon: Kemerton; isenilworth; Kendal: Kew : 
Kidderminster ; Kidsgrove and Alsager ; Kingston-on-Thames : Kingswood : 
Knaresborough: Knolton Hall, Overton; Knutsford; Lancaster (2) : 
Latchford ; Lea; Leamington ; Leeds (5); Leek ; Leicester (2) ; Leigh (2) : 
Leominster ; Leyland; Lichfield; Lincoln; Liscard; Littleborough : 
Littlehampton ; Liverpool (15); London (101); Longhorsley ; Longridge : 
Longton ; Loughborough (2); Louth ; Lowerhouse ; Ludlow ; Lutterworth ; 
Lymington; Maghull; Maidstone; Maldon; Malmesbury; Malvern, 
Little; Manchester (12); Mansfield: Mark Cross; Market Drayton ; 
Market Harborough; Market Rasen; Maryport: Matlock Bridge ; 


Mawdesley and District; Mawley: Mayfield; Melton Mowbray ; 
Middlesborough : Midhurst; Milford Haven; Millom; Minehead; 
Minsteracres ; Minster-in- Thanet; Mold: Monmouth; Morecambe: 


Morey ; Morpeth ; Mountain Ash ; Nantwich ; Neath; Neston, Cheshire ; 
Netherton; Newark; New Brighton; New Brompton; Newcastle-on- 
Tyne (8); New Ferry: Newhall (near Burton on-Trent) ; Newhaven ; 
Newhouse; New Mills; Newnham Paddox; Newport, Mon.; Newport, 
Salop; Newport, Isle of Wight; Newsham; Newton-le-Willows; New 
Tunstall ; Normanton ; Northampton ; Northtieet ; North Shields ; North- 
wich ; Norwich ; Nottingham; Nuneaton; Oakamoor ; Oldeotes ; Olton ; 
Ongar; Ormskirk; Orpington: Orrell; Oscott; Osgodby; Oswestry : 
Oxford (2): Pantasaph ; Parkminster ; Pembroke Dock and New Milford : 
Penarth ; Penrith ; Peterborough; Petworth (3); Plowden ; Pontefract : 
Port Clarence-on-Tees ; Portsmouth; Poulton-le-Fylde ; Preston (5) ; 
Prescot ; Prestayn and Lianasa; Prudhoe-on-Tyne ; Radford ; Rainford ; 
Ramsey; Ramsgate (3); Reading; Redditch; Redhill (2); Rhyl (2); 
thymney ; Richmond, Surrey (2); Rixton ; Rochdale; Rock Ferry ; Ross ; 
Rudding Park ; Rugeley (2) ; Runcorn ; Ryhope (2) ; Sacriston ; St. Anne’s- 
on-the-Sea ; St. Asaph (2); St. Helens (6); St. Helier (3); St. Lawrence- 
on-Sea ; St. Leonards-on-Sea (3) ; Sale ; Salford ; Salisbury ; Scarborough ; 
Scarisbrick ; Scarthingwell and District ; Scorton ; Seacombe; Seaford ; 
Seaforth; Sedgley; Selby ; Settle; Sevenoaks ; Shettield (4) ; Shifnal ; 
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Shoeburyness; Shrewsbury; Sidcup; Sittingbourne; Skelmersdale ; 
Slindon ; Smethwick ; Souldern ; Southampton (2} ; Southend-on-Sea (3) ; 
Southport ; Spalding; Spetchley ; Spilsby ; Stafford (2); Stains ; Staly- 
bridge ; Stamford ; Stanbrook ; Standish; Stanley and District ; Stock ; 
Stockton-on-Tees ; Stoke-on-Trent ; Stone; Stonor ; Stonyhurst (2) ; Stor- 
rington ; Stourbridge ; Stratford-on-Avon ; Stroud ; Studley ; Sturry and 
District ; Sunbury-on-Thames ; Sunderland (3) ; Surbiton ; Sutton, Surrey ; 
Sutton Coldfield ; Sutton Park; Swansea (2); Swindon ; Swynnerton ; 
Tadcaster; Taunton (3); Tenby; Thornley; Thornton; Thurnham ; 
Tichborne ; Trimdon; Trowbridge; Tudhoe; Turton; Tynemouth ; 
Ucktield ; Ugthorpe ; Ulverstone ; Upton Hall ; Upton-on-Severn ; Ushaw ; 
Usk ; Uttoxeter; Uxbridge; Ventnor (2); Wadhurst; Walmer (2) ; Walsall ; 
Waltham Cross ; Walton-le-Dale ; Wardour and Tisbury ; Warrington (3) ; 
Warwick; Warwick Bridge; Waterloo; Waterlooville ; Wealdstone ; 
Wellingborough ; Wellingore ; Wellington ; Wells; Wesham; Westby ; 
West Drayton; West Hartlepool (2); Westhoughton; West Kirby ; 
Weybridge (3); Whitchurch ; Whitewell and Dunsop Bridge; Whitting- 
ham ; Widnes (3) ; Wigan (2) ; Wigton ; Willington ; Willows ; Wilmslow ; 
Wimbledon (2); Wincanton; Windermere ; Windsor; Withnell and Dis- 
trict ; Wolsingham ; Wolverhampton ; Wonersh ; Woodchester ; Woodford ; 
Woodlane ; Wooler; Woolhampton; Woolmer; Woolston ; Woolston, 
Hants ; Worcester ; Workington ; Worthing (3); Wrightington ; Yarmouth, 
Great; Yeovil and York (2). Read, and ordered to lie on the Table awe 1S 


Divorce BILt [H.L.].—Petitions in favour of: of persons signing; read, and 

ordered to lie on the Table... a jah = wi os .-« 200 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

EpuCATION.—Statement of schemes for the formation of Education Committees 
approved during the month of May, 1903, by the Board of Education under 
Section 17 of the Education Act of 1902 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Papers, Command Nos. 1564 and 1613 of Session 1903), showing—name of 
local authority ; number of the council ; number of members of the Educa- 
tion Committee ; number of members of the Education Committee who are 
necessarily members of the council ; number of women who are necessarily 
on the Education Committee ; forms of educational experience to be repre- 
sented on the Committee ; recommendations or nominations (if any) «2 200 


TRADE Reports.—Annual Series— 

No. 3006. China (Wuchow). 

No. 3007. Paraguay (Paraguay). 

No. 3008. Spain (Malaga). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... a ac 20) 
PusLic Recorps.—Additional rule for the disposal of certain documents io ao" 


FINANCE AcCCOUNTs.—Finance accounts of the United Kingdom, for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1903 i i ae ia se Ss + 301 


PoLLinG Districts (COUNTY OF MIDDLESEX).—Order made by the County 
Council of Middlesex, altering certain polling districts in the Hornsey Par- 
liamentary Division. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 201 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Petition 
for abrogation of : of Roman Catholics in Preston, Lancashire ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table... 2h as x ei pan oe 20 
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THE CONSTITUTION OF MALTA. 


The Marquess of Ripon aa il don ete 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire)... 


Divorce Bill.—{u...]—{Seconp ReapiNnG]}.—Order of the Day for the Second 
: Reading read. 


Earl Russell 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(£url Russell.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) 


On Question, Motion negatived. 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill —[H.L.|—[{Seconp Reapine].— 
Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*°\—(The Earl of Onslow.) 


Lord Burghelere 

Lord Heneuge o 

The Eurl of Mayo... ets och ae md 
The President of the Bourd ed Agriculture (The Earl of Onslow) 
Lord Tweedmouth ... oi ~e aes na me 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


County Councils (Bills in Parliament) Bill—Order of the day for the 
House to be put into Committee read. 


Moved, That the House do now resolve itself into Committee. 
The Earl of Wemyss 


Moved, To leave out from ‘That’ to the end of the Motion and insert the 
following Resolution, viz., ‘In the opinion of this House it is incon- 
sistent alike with Parliamentary practice and sound administrative 
policy, to legislate on subjects under consideration by Committees or 
Commissions, and.that, inasmuch as the question of the powers of local 
and municipal authorities, and their exercise of these powers are now 
under consideration by a Joint Committee of the Lords and Commons 
specially appointed for this purpose, it is neither right nor expedient 
to proceed with Bills giving increased power to local and municipal 
authorities, until the said inquiry has been completed and the report 
of the Committee has been received.”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
On Question whether to agree to the said Amendment, their Lordships 
divided. Contents, 10; Not-Contents, 75. 
Then the original Motion agreed to: House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 :-— 
Lord Avebury 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 8, after ‘ them’ to insert ‘The powers conferred 
by this Section and by ‘Section 15 of the Local Government Act, 1888, 
shall be exercised subject to the provisions of the Borough Funds Act, 
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1872, and of any Act amending the same, in like manner as if the 
county were a borough, and the chairman of the County Council the 
mayor of a borough.”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Lord Kenyon a at ay ce ae is Se ... 234 

The Marquess of Ripon a ahs i a es ‘ae .. 235 

The Earl of eases ~ sisi ie ae ae « Zao 

Lord Belper a . ree 7 a = .. 235 

Lord Avebury 2 < ee ee di ae mee sos 236 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 

Lord Avebury sole a sk sa ie pee aa . 236 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 1, line 20, to leave out Sub-section 4.”—(Lord Avebury.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 4 stand part of the clause.” 
Lord Kenyon - =o ed ee ae ea ee cae 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ae = . me a pat ee 
Lord . Avebury , pe ‘ ih tea gaa ae ie 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh es pie ke i we re 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


> 


ww Ww Ww 
~I 


I 


Clause | agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported withvut Ame ndment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


Borough Funds Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order). 


Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to. 
Clause 7 

Lord Avebury ya rae wi ah oa ay <oa 15! aw 
Amendment moved 

“In page 3, line 12, ‘to leave out Sub-section 1.’”—(Lord 

Avebury.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 1 stand part of the clause.” 

Lord Kenyon ies ie ne nies on a ta w. Jad 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 7 agreed to. 

Lord Avebury ve 5 ve aT ict ae hea wie, Boe 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 7 to insert the following new clause—‘ Section 2 of 
the Borough Funds Act, 1872, shall be amended by inserting after 
the words “Provided that nothing in this Act contained shall 
authorise any governing body to promote any Bill in Parliament for 
the establishment of any gas or water works,” and again after the 
words “to compete with any existing gas or water company” the 
following words “or electric lighting « or traction company.’ ”—(Lov/ 
Avebury. ) 
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Question proposed, “ That that clause be there inserted.” 


Lord Kenyon fod ns 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9: 
Lord . dvebury 
Clause 9 and remaining clauses agreed to. 
Schedule 1 :— 
Lord Avebury 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 5, line 18, to leave out the words ‘one hundred ’ and 
to insert the word ‘twenty’ and leave out the words ‘one twentieth ’ 
and to insert the words ‘ one hundredth.’ °—(Lord Avebury.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘one hundred’ and ‘ one-twentieth ’ 
stand part of the schedule.” 


Lord Kenyon 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Formal Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule 2 agreed to. 
Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 


amended. 


Education (Borrowing) Bill—[Seconp Reapinu|.—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Lord Kenyon 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°.—( Lurid Kenyon.) 
The Marquess of Ripon... lesa 
Lord Herr ic s eee eee eee 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 
Lord Baifour of Burleigh 


On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Local Government (Transfer of Powers) Bill—(Seconp Reapinc}.—Order 
of the day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Kenyon 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2".—-(Lord Kenyon.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 
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Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill Piers READING ].—Order 
9 of the day for the Second Reading read. 


9 The Lord Bishop of St. Albuns 245 
Moved, That the Bill he now read ?*.—(The Lord Bishop of St. Albans.) 
On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday the 6th July next. 
0 THE House AND FRIENDLY SOcIgTIES. 
The Earl of Northbrook... id tsa re aime Loe as ae 
The Earl of Portsmouth us iY das is soa os sain, 
The Lord . Archbishop of C ‘anterbury a Sis am Sos so OE 
| Lord James of Hereford fe ee of ars a ae «> 248 
The Earl of Northbrook a ve aa = ms ae wee «649 
House adjourned at ten minutes before Eight o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o'clock 
HOUSE OF COMMONS : TUESDAY, 23rp JUNE, 1903. 
The House inet at Two of the Clock. 
VNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE Bitts [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PReviousLy INQuIRED INTO 
Competiep WitTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading there- 
of, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— Carmarthenshire 
Electric Power Bill [Lords] ; Manchester Southern Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Derby Gas Bill [Lords]; Bournemouth Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time sis - oe ax 250 
Harrogate Water Bill [Lorps}; Rickmansworth Gas Bill [Lords].—Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments ia ae ie ~< , 200 
Belfast Water Bill anectp Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways Bill ; 
Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill oid —As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time sis ‘ = aie ne sas | 880 
Hove, Worthing, and District ae Bill v oRDS}].—To be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next ee a sad «<< 200 
Drainage and Improvement of Lands (reland) sateen awed 
Bill.— Read a second time, and committed ... ; 250 
North British Railway (General Powers) Order ase erga Bill 
[Lorps].—Read a second time ; to be considered upon Thursday . F 251 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill.—Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir George Bartley and Captain Balfour... 251 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 






Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow $e ve es ee: | 
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Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.Reported, with 
Amendments [ Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Kill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments [ Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. —leported, with 
Amendments [ Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [ Provisional Orders contirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill | Lorps|.—Reported, 


without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-merrow 


Hastings meee (Extensions) Bill | Lorps] ; Tykemouth and District 
Tramways Bill | Lords }.—Reported, w ith Amendments ; Reports to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) Bill an bs]. —Reported, with 


Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Musical Copyright Bill {Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 255.) ah ‘ae “ws 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorbs. 

That they have agreed to: Gas Light and Coke Company Bill, with 
an Amendment ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Com- 
mercial Gas Bill ; Great Eastern Railway Bill, with Amendments ... 

Amendments to: Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal Bill | Lords], 
without Amendment 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—-Reported, 
with Amendments {Provisional Orders confirmed|; Report to lie mpon the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 
PETITIONS. 
CuurcH Discipline BiLt.——Petitions against: from Skirlaugh ; Bollington ; 


Parkstone ; and Sydenham ; to lie upon the Table ... 


County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BILi.—Petition of the National 
Chamber of Trade, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from 
Rosemarkie ; Knockbain ; Avoch ; and Resolis ; to lie upon the Table 


LicFNCES (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL).—Petitions for legislation : 
from Fulham ; and Hornsey ; to lie upon the Table 
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LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiLL.—Petitions against: from Ashton-under-Lyne ; 
Plymouth (two) ; Morecambe ; and Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: from 
East Malling ; St. George in the East ; Richmond (Surrey) ; Kew ; Mere- 
worth ; Bollington ; and Great Yarmouth ; to lie upon the Table ... o 


PREVENTION OF CorrUPTION BILL.-—Petition, from Salisbury, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Pustic Lipraries.—Petitions for alteration of Law : from Darlington ; and 
Brighouse ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp OF EpucaTion (EpUCATION COMMITTEES).—Cupy presented, of State- 
ment of Schemes for the formation of Education Committees approved 
during the month of May, 1903, by the Board of Education under Section 
17 of the Education Act of 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


PoLLiInG Districts (CoUNTY OF MIDDLESEX).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the County Council of the County of Middlesex altering certain Polling 
Districts in the Hornsey Parliamentary Division [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ in hon as om é' 


FINANCE AccouNTs.—Copy presented, of Finance Accounts of the United 
Kingdom for the year ended 31st March, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [{No. 219.]... ose +s es ‘sie ist 


East InpIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIREMENT AT 65),—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 18th June—Lord George Hamilton]; to lie wpon the Table 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SertEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3006 to 3008 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ vn ie , 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED IVITH THE VOTES. 


NavVY—WARRANT RANK FOR CHIEF WRITERS.—Question, Mr. Reginald 
1 t=) 
Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... ‘ ni 


TrabDE OF BritisH COLONIES WITH THE UNITED Kincpom.—Question, Mr. 
Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Fite Cutting TRADE—SPECIAL RULES —ARBITRATION.—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Akers 
Douglas _ eS re ses é he 

PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE TrucK ACT.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers Douglas oe i : And 


Rent ALLOWANCE FOR SUBURBaN CONSTABLES.—Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


ENGLISH EVENING MAIL FOR CoMBER.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ies i ae 


TELEGRAPH AND SORTING CLERKS—RESIGNATIONS.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
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DELAY IN REPAYMENTS OF INCOME TAx.—Question, Colonel Welby (Taunton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Elliot aa 


INCREASE OF RussIAN NAVY.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


PRIZE FIRING IN THE NAavy.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 


Forster 


REBATE ON Duty ON MOLAssEs.—Question, Mr. Toulmin (Lancashire, Bury) : 


Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


ScotcH LocaL Taxation AcCOUNT.—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lancashire, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


IRISH SCHOOL CHILDREN—EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES.—Question, Mr. T. L. 
Corbett ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRIisH EX-OFFICIO MAGISTRATES—DISQUALIFICATION OWING TO IMPRISON- 


MENT.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


CHANGES IN THE WorKS DEPARTMENT OF THE WAR OFFICE.—Question, Mr. 
Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, (uildford) 


THE CoNsTITUTION OF MALTA.—Questions, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar), Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the 


Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Moror-Caks—Furious DrivinG.—Questions, General Laurie (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) 


SMALLPOX IN NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- 
Trent) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CoURT IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. 
O'Dowd (Sligo, 5.) and Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, 
The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr, Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 

Irish Bee-Keepinc INpusTRY.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, i /over) 


{kisH Prison Warpers’ HoLipay.—Questions, Mr. John O’Donnell (Mayo, 8.) 
and Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... 


LABOURERS’ ALLOTMENTS IN CorK.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : ae ‘ 


Mortor-CAksS—GorDON-BENNETT Cup RackE.—Question, Mr. Leamy (Kildare, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham . wie te wil 


TOTTENHAM EstATE, CouNTY liidiianiceliaiiilt Mr. O’Dowd ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham pee 
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GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE IN GALWAY CiTy.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin 
(Galway); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... po an re ae oo §=6267 


Fiscal INQuiRY.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield and Mr. Bryce ; Answers, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 


i.) eee see eee eee eee eee eee eee eee oe 268 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) amd Mr. Bryce ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae on OOO 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HALsey reported from the Committee of Selection ; That they had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. Charles Seely ; and had 
appointed in substitution: Sir Charles Dilke. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee ; That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing) Shipping, and Manufactures, the following fifteen Members in 
respect of the Marine Insurance Bill {Lords]:—Sir William Allan, Sir 
William Arrol, Mr. Caldwell, Sir Francis Evans, Sir Fortescue Flannery, 
Sir Christopher Furness, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Mr. Hain, Mr. Helder, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Mr. David Maclver, Mr. Maconochie, Sir Charles Palmer, 
Sir Robert Ropner, and Mr. Charles Wilson. 

Report to lie upon the Table ... a wits a ea — 20. 209 


STANDING Orvers.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee :- 


1. “That, in the ease of the Alexandra Park and Palace Petition for 
Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Rochester Corporation Tramways and 
Improvements Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed tO: ss aaa roe as = pe Fas ics +3BOU 


NEW BbILu. 


Canal Traffic Bill.—‘“To provide for the better regulation of Canal 
Traffic,” presented by Sir William Holland; supported by Sir John 
Brunner, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Field, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, 

Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph Walton, Mr. Whitley, and 
Mr. Wolff; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 2nd July, and to be 
printed. [Bill 256.) ... = fees as as Bae ee vee. 20 
Finance Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 
(Mr, J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, WR, Barnsley) sins buh .- 270 
New Clause (Reduction of Coal Duty) :— 


“On and after the first day of August, nineteen hundred and 
three, one penny shall be substituted for one shilling as the duty on 
coa! under Section 3 of The Finance Act, 1901.”—(Mr. Joseph Walton.) 


e2 
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Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the clause be read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) : Po oka <a. Gee 
Mr.-¥. W.--Lambten (Durham, S2.)— ... as Wed me .. 285 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) re bas we bin so 288 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, ne is one ven -. 293 
Lord Hugh Ceeil (Greenwich) .. , ‘ei da es oo. 296 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamoryanshire, “ Rhondda) ie sais «we wee 
Mr. Burt (Morpeth) Pee ... 300 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .. died ... 303 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick)... a exis os OG 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... : ae Fal e i OLS 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton)... i ss i ihe .. $14 
Sir Christopher Furness (Hartlepool) oT : 7 re ws 516 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135 ; Noes, 273. (Division List No. 128.) 

Sir Joseph Walton... ae wes fin el és =e ws 32d 

New Clause (Exemption from estate duty of policies of life assurance 
assigned in consideration of marriage) :— 

“ The bona fide purchase referred to in Section 3 of the Finance Act, 
1894, shall include every case of an assignment in consideration 
of marriage by either party to the marriage for the benefit of all 
or any of the parties or offspring of the marriage of any policy of 
insurance on the life of a party to the marriage, and the sums 
receivable under such policy shall not become liable to either 
estate duty by reason only of the manner in which, or person by 
whom, the policy is kept up.”—(.Vr. Joseph Walton.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Ritchie wy a a ve a sea esti ede ee 
Mr. Gibson Bowles... oe ‘iti — ee sac use” 
Mr. Joseph Walton... 

Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 

Bill reported without Amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Employment of Children Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
considered. 


The Secretary of State for the Home atic nt (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. {ugustine’s) : ne bbe pie? .. 326 


New Clause (Saving for Industrial and other Schools) :— 

“Nothing in this Act or in any by-law made thereunder shall 
apply to the exercise of manual labour by any child under order of 
detention in a certified industrial or reformatory school, or by any 
child while receiving instruction in manual labour in any school.” 
(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) , par wi ae nh we 327 
8 Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) nee ae ioe sa -.. 328 
54 Mr. Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesley) _ ... 328 
8 The Under Secretary hod State for the Home Department (Mr. Cochrane, 
: Ayrshire, N.) .. eos ome ‘ ‘a pee is «. 330 
8 Question put and ah: to. 
; Clause added. 
9 Amendment proposed-- 
3 “In line 2, after the word ‘labour’ to insert the words ‘ during a 
: portion of the school hours.’ ”—(Mr. Tennant.) 
Question put, “That those words be there inserted.” 
The House divided ; Ayes, 84; Noes, 209. (Division List No. 129). 
3 nlbbnowre 
EVENING SITTING. 
Employment of Children Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered. 
Mr. Akers Douglas ec bos ae wat sia au «0 ©6800 
New Clause (Incorporation and Amendment of 8. 3, of 57 and 58 Vic., 
C. 41) :— 
“Section 3 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894 
(which regulates the employment of children in public entertainments) 
shall have effect as if re-enacted in this Act. Provided as follows :— 
(1) A licence under that section shall not be granted to any child under 
the age of nine years, and (2) any inspector or other officer charged 
with the execution of this Act shall have and may exercise all the 
powers of an inspector of factories and w orkshops under that section, 
24 and that section shall apply accordingly.”—(Mr. Secretary Akers 
25 Douglas.) 
26 
Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “« That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) we i Ms “3 - 3% 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge U wiversity ea ~* ae be a oe 
Mr. Tennant +s ies ve ne ss ..» O00 
Sir Francis Powell ( W. igan) es ofe Ss -s ao ooo 
26 Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Rushelife bad nh eis as sae 
* Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8. ys haa en ee ... 340 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) pa was s fe bie << |6OmE 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Hum, N.)... ee as < én 28 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) an i aes iis + 343 
Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, Rye) ; vee Be er ae a 2a 
Mr. Galloway ( Manchester r, S. W.). oe es = i a 
Mr. Spear’ . ; $a _ ve a - +. 350 
Mr. Cochrane ‘ = ee sie F a » Sen 
Str Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, NV.) mre ve aes << Oe 


Question put. 
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The House divided ; Ayes, 139 ;SNoes, 116. (Division List No. 130.) 
Mr. Broadhurst... 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 5, to leave out the word ‘nine,’ and insert the word 
‘twelve.’ ”—(Mr. Broadhurst.) 


Question ego “That the word ‘nine’ stand part of the clause. ’ 


Mr. T. W. Russell ‘isa re ee ai 
Mr. y Ad Douglas 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Tn line 5, to leave out the word ‘nine’ and insert the word 
‘ten. "—(Mr. Broadhurst.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘ nine’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Lahoue here 

Mr. Galloway , 

Mr. Theodore Taylor Cancashire, id lifie) 
Mr. Tennant 

Mr. Ernest Gray 

Mr. John Burns 


Question put, and negatived. 
Word “ten ” inserted. 
Clause as amended added. 


Clause (Limitation of time) : 


‘With respect to summary proceedings for offences and fines under 
this Act and any by-law made thereunder the information shall be laid 
within three months after the commission of the offence.”—(Sir 
Francis Powell.) 


Brought up, and read the first and second time, and added. 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ... 
Clause (Delegation of power to make by-law) 

“The County Council of any county may, if it thinks fit, delegate 
its powers to make by-laws under this Act to any Borough or District 
Council within its area.”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 

Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. Ernest Gray 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8. ).. 
Mr. Jesse Collings ... an om ses 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, BE.) ... 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 14; Noes, 228. (Division List No. 131.) 


Mr. Tennant an oad site aa vie eae ree spi 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


3 “In page I, line 5, to leave out the word ‘any,’ and insert the 
word ‘every.’”—(Mr. Tennant). 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘any’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. lke 7s Douglus 
Mr. Talbot ( (Oxford [ iniversity) 
Mr. Galloway ie 


7 Motion made and Question, ‘‘ That further consideration of the Bill, as 
7 amended, be now adjourned ” —(Mr. Galloway) —put, and agreed to.; 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered to-morrow. 
Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 


7 [The Lorp ApvocaTE (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) in the Chair. | 
8 

Clause 2: 

8 

3 Amendment proposed — 

: ‘*In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘article’ to insert the words, 
he 


‘ Provided that where articles of the same kind, value, and description, 
are on any occasion bought or sold in a lot or parcel it will be sufficient 
to describe such lot or parcel without describing each of the severa! 
articles comprising same.’ ”—(Mr. MacQVeagh.) 
Question, “ That those words would be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 
Clause, a- amended, agreed to. 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... 
Mr. Nennetti (Dublin, College Green) 


Bill reported, as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Guinea Postal Orders Bill.—Considered in Committee, and eget: 
0 amended, to be considered to-morrow. ee 


Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill —Lords’ Amendment tobe considered forth- 
with ; considered and agreed to : 623 és ae 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 24TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


30 UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
1 
i] 


a6 
Ja 


Southampton Harbour Bill | Lorps] ; Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 
Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time... : dod 


Barry Railway Bill |Lorps]; Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway 
Bill [Lords]; Fife Electrical Power Bill [Lords] ; Nottinghamshire and 
Derbyshire Tramw ays Bill [Lords].—Read a second time and committed... 


Scottish-American Mortgage comgnny, need Bill ee ps].—To be 


55 read a second time to-morrow. 
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Willesden Urban ene ee /_ saniiti —Read a second time, and 
committed : ° 


Local Government Provisional ame ~ wi —. —Lords’ Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to ‘ ‘i , 


Pier and Harbour Prov sional Orders (No. 1) Bill eam} —Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ve 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
Bill ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time to-morrow ‘ ini “ PAE ssi we 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill - Or seaneedll 
Consideration, as amended, deferred till Monday next _ 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill.—‘‘To amend the Alexandra Park and 
Palace (Public Purposes) Act, 1900; and to confer powers on the 
Alex ol ae Park Trustees to make « charges for admission on bank holidays.” — 
Read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Rochester Corporation Tramways and Improvement Bill {Lorps}.- 
Report [23rd June] from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 7) Biil.—- Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


PusLic Petitions ComMitreE.—Sixth Report brought up and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed és i bas mn —_ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Reported without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Keport to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow eA cay “a ae my 
PETITIONS. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BiLu.—Petition from Selkirk, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table ee oes 


LiceNCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSA- 
TION FOR NoN-RENEWAL) BILt.—Petitions against: from Stonehouse 
(two); and Devonport (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING (ScoTLAND) AcTs AMENDMENT BiLt.—Petition from Denny and 
Dunipace, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table a a wee 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.— Petitions against: from 
Malling ; Addington ; and Southwark ; to lie upon the Table sae 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Annbank ; and 
Wakefield ; to.lie upon tne Table ve oo 
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SALE OF ADULTERATED BuTTER BILL.—Petition from Richmond (Surrey), 
against ; to lie upon the Table ' ‘ < Sa 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
East Inpia (INDIA OFFICE, RETIREMENT AT 65).—Return [presented 23rd 
June] to be printed. [No. 220.] ses nae sos SON 
ARMY PRoMOoTIONS.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 25th May- 
Major Evans-Gordon]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 221.] 371 
IrtsH LAND Br_t.—Return ordered, “showing particulars with respect to 
advances for the purchase of holdings and repayments to Land Commission 
under Clauses 1 and 40.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Return presented accordingly; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 222.] 372 
CounciL OF BorovGHs IN ENGLAND AND WALES (INDEBTEDNESS).—Return 
ordered, “showing the Total Indebtedness of the Councils of Boroughs, 
other than Metropolitan Boroughs, in England and Wales on the 31st day 
of March 1903, in the following form :— 
Outstanding | @) (6) (7) (8) Assessable 
loans other than value of 
by means of sorough on 
overdrafts on anid »o the Ist day of 
bankers. ae == ia April, 1903. 
——_ of = z ae bd seiacia ca naam 
9 overdrafts — 2 & = 9) . 
(y) | = (if any) Se 2a = (9) (10) 
on bankers. a2 SP B 
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Z ee ZEae Sen | 2. 2 = 
| (3) (4) | #& | Bs Sse | 52 | z 
| * | 3 | <a | S28 | 228.) 2 | © 
| 2 3 | = sé. == pe - a 2 
F 1s |e1]812 | sda] Beles) 31 2 
2 | 3 z 8 | & | si= | S83 | 32 | ® = 
= a ost = | a cow = o => 7] 
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| 
| 
| 
—Mr. (John Ellis.) 372 


TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED KinGpom, CANADA, AND GERMANY.—Return 
ordered, “showing (a) Statistics for the years 1890-1902 of (1) trade 
between Germany and Canada, (2) trade between Germany and the United 
Kingdom, (3) trade between the United Kingdom and Canada ; (b) Import 
duties levied (1) in Germany on the principal imports from Canada and the 
United Kingdom, (2) in Canada on the principal imports from the United 
Kingdom and Germany, and (3) in the United Kingdom on the principal 
imports from Germany and Canada.”—(Mr. Loder.) 
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REGULATION OF Motor-Car TraAFFIC.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis ; Answers, 
Mr. Walter Long % sei ee Ae = =e os 


Irish LAND CourRTs—JURISDICTION IN ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND.—Question, 
Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, The Attorney-General for Irel: hee Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) wie , oe . bad ‘ ae P 


DincLE RAILwAy.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W D3 eat: 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) we 


GuN LICENCES IN County TIPPERARY.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E. )i ‘ 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham see oss ra ais wre 


Crime IN County CLARE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham wie on van shea 


IrRIsH ScHooL TEACHERS’ REMUNERATION.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... oe + iain ans on a ae nee 


IRisH Prison MATRONS.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham a wwe 0 “a a i _ es 


IrIsH LAND PURCHASE.—Questions, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) and Mr. Herbert 
Roberts ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ea ae es Pie He 


LAND PurRCHASE RETURNS.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham aes ia - on whe ay a 


SoutH AFRICAN GARRISON—INDIA’s BURDEN.—Questicns, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.), Sir Charles Dilke, and Mr. Pirie ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour Nee Are ie sis a ee 


INDIA AND THE NEW FiscaL PoLicy.—Questions, Sir Edward Sassoon and Mr. 
Herbert Robert ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


COLONIAL GOVARNMENTS AND THE Fiscal [NQuiIRY.—Questions, Mr. Black ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour hee baa ne a a . 


SHIPPING AGREEMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... ; tne 5 a te + 


IrRIsH GOLD ORNAMENTS.-—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... a : a ae ‘ ee : 


ScoTTisH EDUCATION VoTE.—Questions, Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Bur ghs) 
and Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


WorRKMEN’S TRAINS.—TheSelect Committee on Workmen’s Trains was nominated 
of—Mr. Bigwood, Mr. Bonar Law, Colonel Bowles, Mr. Harris, Mr. Levy, 
Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Lough, Mr. Nannetti, Captain Norton, Mr. Peel, 
Mr. Matthew Ridley, Mr. Harry Samuel, Mr. Sheehan, Mr. Ure, and Sir 
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Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That five.be the quorum—(Sir Alewander Aclund-Hood.) 
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Irish Land Bill. . 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 28, to leave out the word ‘ twenty,’ and insert the 
words ‘ twenty-five.’” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘twenty’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. William O'Brien (Cork) oi oe see - ... 402 
The Chief Secretary Treland ( Mr. Wyndham, Dover) i ... 404 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) a pie mie cans ~ a. 02 
Mr. Butcher (Yor/:) es ifn ile “a nee sae ... 405 
Mr. Windham - Sie ses ree ae we ie .. 406 
Mr. John Redmond att iia AAW bat ii Bas --. 406 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Wyndham 407 
Amendment proposed, — 
“In page 2, to leave out lines 1 to 7 inclusive.” —( Mr. Wyndham.) 
(Question put, “ That lines 1 to 7 inclusive be there omitted,” and agreed 
to. 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Zyrone, hi 407 
Mr. Wyndham 408 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 2. line 15, to leave out the words ‘shall not sanction 
the advance, and insert the words ‘may, subject to the limitations in 
the Land Purchase Acts, sanction the advance if they are satisfied with 
the security, and if, after giving all persons interested in the estate an 
opportunity of being heard, they consider the agreed price to be equit- 
able, having reg gard to the interests of all such persons as aforesaid.’ ” 
—(Mr. “yndham.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
Mr. John Redinond ue oe awe be w. «=413 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 415 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 416 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) 417 
Mr. Dillon ( Mayo, E.) 418 
Mr. Butcher 420 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N. ) 42] 
Mr. 7. W. Russell .. 429 
Mr. William OBrien - 423 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, s) 424 
Major Jameson (Clare, WW.) : 424 


Question put, and negatived. 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
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Page 
Mr. Leamy (Kildare, NV.) . ie +e se Pe sea rm 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 21, at end, to insert the words ‘ (4) Notwith- 
standing any provisions to the contrary contained in the Purchase of 
Land Amendment Act, 1888, an advance may be sanctioned under the 
provisions of the Land Purchase Acts exceeding the sum of three 
thousand pounds or five thousand pounds, as the case may be, to one 
purchaser where, in the opinion of the Land Commission, it is expedient 
to make any s such lar ger advance for the purpose of carrying out the 
sale of a large farm w ‘hich, in the opinion of the Land Commission, 
has been for five years hefore the passing of this Act mainly used for 
tillage or dairying purposes’ ”—(Mr. Leamy.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Carew (Meath, 8.) — ... ee AG ees wk ie soe | «9420 
Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, S.) ; eee isa ae oe woe 427 
Mr, Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) — ... - Pe site ‘ee ... £28 
Sir John Colomb an ec ew oo see eee ae $25 
Mr. Edward Burry ( Cork Co. S.) ii - — ee = £29 
Mr. Wyndhum aden ‘ied ia bai Se =e rae <n | ae 
Amendment proposed to proposed Amendment-- 
‘In line 3, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert the word ‘not,’ and 
after the words ‘sum of’ to leave out the word ‘ three’ and insert the 
word ‘seven,’ and to leave out the words ‘or five thousand pounds as 
the case may be’ in line 4, the word ‘ larger’ in line 6.°-—( Mr. Wyndham.) 
Question A “That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. 7. M. Healy .. a £30 
Mr. oa ( Westineath, V. ) 150 
Mr. VN "yndham $3] 
Mr. Leamy.. 43] 
Mr. Coghill oe: BS 4 
Mr. Channing ( Northamptonshire, E.) $32 
Amendment to the Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Tully ... i is ~ ses 6 we 5 iss 482 
Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 22, to leave out Sub-section 4.”—(Sir John Colomb.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 4 stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham roe oan ws eee “si ees ioe ee 133 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Dillon ... re 2s nee aa i ese ats .. 433 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 2, line 23, after the word ‘Act’ to insert ‘nor in the 
case of holdings on estates purchased by the Congested Districts 
Board.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Page 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Mr. Dillon.. cal a ve aint ia we .. 434 
Mr. T. W. Russell. - sd en ... 436 
Sir H, Campbell- Banner man n (Stirling Burghs) 436 
Mr. Wyndham os . 438 
Question put and agreed to. 
Clause 2. 
Mr. Tully 439 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 30, to leave out the word ‘ten,’ and insert the 
word ‘fifty.’ ”—(Mr. Tully.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr, Dillon ... hie ia is dis wks se — ... 440 
Mr. Wyndham he ca ve ‘ah eal ba spl ... +440 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Dillon... 142 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 34, to leave out from the word ‘apply’ to the 
word ‘ Provided,’ in line 35.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
(Juestion proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.”—(4/r. Herbert Robertson.) 
Mr. Wyndham $42 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Mr. O’'Shee ( Waterford, W.) 442 
Amendment proposed -— 
“Tn page 2, line 39, at end, to insert the words, ‘ (e) A Labourer, 
as defined in the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, as amended 
by this Act, and residing upon or within three miles of the estate.’ ”— 
(Vr. O Shee.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham 444 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) $44 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 39, at end, to insert the words, ‘(f) A person who 
in the opinion of the Land Commission would be a suitable occupier 
of such holding.’ ”—( Mr. Hugh Law.) 
(Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham 5 
Mr. Hugh Law 15 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. William O’Brien nie ane we hes at xis w. 446 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 39, at end, to insert the words, ‘(e) A caretaker 
of a holding on the estate or a person who is in occupation of such 
holding as tenant at will, or tenant at sufferance.’”—- (Mr. 
William O' Brien.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Wyndham ed re ae ae m2 $a va ... «446 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir John Colomb ... wi 7 ass nee hy $a sa 446 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 40, to leave out Sub-section 2.”—(Sir John Colomb.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 2 stand part of the clause.” 
Mr Wyndhum eee eee eee ees eee eee eee eee 447 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. William O Brien _ ae oh a = wi we. 447 
Amendment proposed — 
“In page 2, line 40, after the word ‘section’ to insert the words 
‘to persons other than those mentioned in Sub-section one (d) hereof.” 
—(Mr. IVilliam O' Brien.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Dillon ... oe ve an ena exe Sins wks 2. ae 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) sad oat aig ele ... 449 
Mr. John Redmond om ae cee ck a -_ <5) 
Mr. Wyndham i _ — et ar ve = ... 449 
Mr. Kilbride oP aay oe si ae bi _ von 400 
Mr. Dillon... mn o- a me i pc nts on soe 
Mr. John Redmond Pe ude Se wt i Age soc 
Mr. Blake ... ae ales an 7 nie ses a <<. Son 
Mr, Hemphill ne hi wots sea pve ain sah «« 400 
Mr. William Redmond “de bs = or Sime wee ive 454 
Mr. Wyndham... us ~ oo she in ‘ia ... 4564 
Mr. Kilbride eat as ia ~~ sis hed o ... 455 
Mr. T. W. Russell ve re aed “a ets _ ... 456 


Mr. Channing gon pie “as ee at “es _ .. 457 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotlund) se og oa a ae 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this Evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill.— Read the third time, and passed. 
Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
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[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 2— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 40, after the word ‘section,’ to insert the 
words ‘to persons other than those mentioned in Sub-section one (d) 
hereof.’ ”—(Mr. William O Brien.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words he there inserted.” 


Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) 
Mr. Herbert Robertson 
Mr. William O Brien 
Sir John Colomlh 

Mr. John Redmond 

Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. William O'Brien 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill,” and agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor 


Amendment proposed 
{In page 3, line 13, after the word ‘owner’ to insert the words 
‘for five years prior to the passing of this Act has been resident for 
more than six months of each year in Ireland.’ ”—( Mr. 7. P. O'Connor.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir John Coloinh 

Mr. T. W. Russell 

Mr. Dillon ... 

Mr. Atkinson ee sits ae 

Mr. Ashton (Bedtirdshire, Luton) 

Mr. Butcher nae sad — 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor By nee ber ~ a 

Mr. Wyndham... a ae oe is ait 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Butcher 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 13, to leave out from the word ‘has,’ to the 
third ‘the,’ in line 15, and insert ‘agreed to sell the estate under the 
Lands Purchase Acts to the Land Commission or otherwise.’ ”— 
(Mr. Butcher). 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham , 
Mr. Herbert Lobertson 
Mr. Wyndham 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. , 
Mr. Tully ... 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 17, to leave out the word ‘ occupation,’ and insert 
‘own use.’ ”—( Mr, Tuy.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘occupation’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham see eee eee eee eee eee vee ax. Ee 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... Sei = ie aa Ps iui «oe 448 
Mr. i P. O'Connor oe ioe ‘a én ot sities coe 478 
Mr. Tully... oi da 7 me wes es ee 
Mr, Wundham a iis ; ge a peas ree wo See 
Mr. Dillon... seit “ele aa tok tee sé ices fete. 480 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... sais 7 e or eae ee ... 480 
Mr. Willium Redmond _ oe — a ae wee sisi {80 
Mr. Wyndham ate ae ds u ee ee i> On 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 17, after the word ‘adjacent to,’ to insert ‘or in 
the neighbourhood of. ”—(Mr Herbert Robertson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. T. P. O Connor or oe oe a — sat =» M82 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 3, line 17, after the word ‘estate, to insert the words 
‘provided that no part of said last-mentioned land has, during the five 
years prior to the passing of this Act, been let for the purposes of 
pasture or upon any agreement for agistment or temporary depasturage 
of same.’ ”°—(.Vr. 7’. ?. O'Connor.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted 


Mr. Tully ... poe er ein ” ee = ss 1. 482 
Mr. Dillon... snd ssa a = ; rae oo sae ee 
Mr. Wyndham ‘nae eee wey ds ‘i xis ww. £80 
Sir John Colombh— ... ree wf oan bes — as «. 483 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 19, at end, to insert the words ‘and the land 
so re-sold shall be subject to the same uses and trusts other than uses 
and trusts in favour of mortgagees and chargees and owners of 
superior and intervening interests as the land was subject to at the 
date of the sale to the Land Commission.’ ”—(Vr. Herbert Robertson.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Wyndham hind Jars ‘ih oe Ss iets ree ... 484 
Mr. Herbert Rohertson ea sa ite svi ay ne ... 484 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... = meee ae oe ee a a. 269 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Ashton be ma? ihe ae ae eee de o«e 485 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 20, to leave out Sub-section (2).” 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section (2) stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. John Redmond 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4. 
Mr. Tully ... si 
Mr. John Redmond 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Patent Office Extension Bill.—{Seconp Reapinc.]|—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... : 
The Financial Secretary to ‘the Treasury ( Mr. Elliot, Durham) . 


Bill read a second time and committed to a Select Committee of five 
Members, three to be nominated by the House, and two by the 
Committee of Selection. 

Ordered, That all Petitions against the Bill presented tive clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
Petitioners. praying to be heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents, 
be heard against the Bill, and counsel heard in support of the Bill. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, “ That three be the quorum.’—(V/. Elliot.) 


Guinea Postal Orders Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time upon Friday : ta aha os - 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 25rH JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BIUL BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board. 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill; North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill. —Examiner’s Certificates of non- compliance with the Standing 
Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday next 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company Bill [.L. |.— Committed 


Wirral pony Bill a »]—Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to oe oa es fe eed cae ie 
Hampton Court Gas at, Lochnell Estate Bill [H.1.].—Reported, with 
Amendments ut ae es td ve oe Ke 
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a = eet Corporation Bill.—The Cuaimman of CoMMITTEEs 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
orders made on Thursday and Tuesday ‘ast discharged, and Bill committed 


Gosport. Fareham, and Cosham Tramways = . aie from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments . 


Crystal Palace eeeed one -_. —A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee . , sie 


Brighton Corporation _ ~ 1 —A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee isi me dee ioe ae a 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill.—The King’s 
consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments a ae : 


Great Central Railway Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 15th of May and the 15th of June last 
discharged ; and Bill committed ‘ 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill.—Moved, That the order 
made on the 16th day of March last, “ That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a second time after the 18th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2* ; agreed 
to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed ; the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection 


Ipswich Gas Bill.— Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons isa ae is pee Sea ofr eel 


Birmingham District Tramways = ey Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments : Ses ae eat ae 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill (No. 133); Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 134) ; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill (No. 135); Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 136).—Brought trom the Commons ; Read 1" ; to 
be printed ; and referred to the Examiners ... 


Forth Navigation Order Confirmation Bill; Caledonian Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, Slaughter- houses, 
ete.) Order Confirmation Bill ; Grangemouth Water Order Confirmation 
Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order Confirm: ation 
sill. To be read 3* to-morrow 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.L.].—-House in Committee 
(according to Order) : The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made: Further Amendments made: Standing Committee negatived : 
Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1.L.]._House in Committee 
(according to Order): Bill reported without ‘Amendment : Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [i.1.].—Read 3* (according 
to Order): and passed, and sent to the Commons a 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local 
Government pa al Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Read 3* (according 
to Order), and passed . i ine , a ee ‘de 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the 
Working Classes) Bill.— Amendment — sealed to nae and 
Bill to be read 3* to-morrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional bean hae » Bill & L.].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to me a - 


Bickmansworth Gas Bill [H.1.}; Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.].—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments: The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to 


Coal Mines (penmmonten Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to.. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) a. —Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to ; 


PETITIONS. 


Roya DECLARATION BILL [H.L.].—-Petitions in favour of : of Roman Catholics 
in Bishopton ; Bristol ; Bellingham, Northumberland ; Malton and Norton ; 
Everingham; Redear; Yarm; Thirsk; Leyburn; Skipton; Scorton ; 
South Bank; Richmond ; Whitby; Wakefield and Ossett ; Pickering ; 
Ampleforth ; Lartington ; St. Wiltrid’s, York; St. Mary’s Parish, Hull ; 
St. Charles’ Parish, Hull; Kingston-on-Hull ; Fulham Palace Road ; Ham- 
mersmith —Read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


RoyaL DecLaraTION BIL [H.L.].—Petitions against: of the Imperial Pro- 
testant Federation (2); read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


DysENTERY.—Report of the Commission on the Nature, Pathology, Causation, 
and Prevention of Dysentery, and its relationship to enteric fever 
(appointed by the Secretary of State for War, August, ee Presented 
(by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table __... ee ~ 


Pupiic Recorps (OFFICE OF LAND REVENUE RECORDS AND ENROLMENTS).— 
Schedule containing a list and particulars of classes of documents from 
the Office of the Land Revenue Records and Enrolments which are now in 
the Public Record Office, but are not considered of sufficient value to 
justify their preservation therein 


RaiLways Construction FAci_itigs Act, 1864.—Report by the Board of 
Trade, on an application made during the year 1902, under the Railways 
Construction Facilities Act, 1864, and of the proceedings of the Board of 
Trade with respect thereto ete bes eee ie 


Raitway ComMpaANIEs Powers Act, 1864.—Report by the Board of Trade, on 
applications made during the year 1902 under the Railway Companies 
Powers Act, 1864, and of the proceedings of the Board of Trade with 
respect thereto ... : on — as ae 

ELectric LIGHTING Acts, 1882-1890 (PROCEEDINGs).—Report by the Board 
of Trade, respecting the applications to and proceedings of the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882-1890, during the past year. 


Laid before the House iene to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ‘ pee we dns rte ae ad 
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Education (Borrowing) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) : 
Bill reported without Amendment; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee i sen os ses ns sus Bias ol we 493 


Finance Bill.—Read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* to-morrow (The 
Lord President (D. Devonshire) ) ; and Standing Order No. XXXIX. te he 
considered in order to its being dispensed with. (No. 132.) iat . 493 


ConpDITION OF HoLyRoop PALACE. 
The First Commissioner of Works (Lord Windsor) ea : -.- 493 


Contracts (India Office) Bill.—{Seconp ReapinG].--Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


The Under Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Hardwicke)... ... 493 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 2..—(The Eurl of Hardwicke.) 


On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


Royal Declaration Bill [.L.]:—{Seconp ReapinG].—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Earl Grey ... Ne v ue as di re a i. £93 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Eurl Grey.) 


The Eurl of Aberdeen y aS nee ho Re .. 8023 
The Lord . Archbishop of Nohanievhewe y = asa ee Ba, ... 504 
Viscount Llandaff ae eae por ‘oe is ge 0. Oe 
The Duke of Norfolk ae ve at .iee ox ie .. 516 
Lord Stanmore 7 me oo wae 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devo nshire sos .. 618 
The Earl of Rose ber Y ae eee 524 
Earl (rey 527 
On Question, their Lordships divided. Contents, 62, Not-Contents, 109. 
Resolved in the negative. 
THE RESERVATION OF THE Coastal. TRADE. 
Lord Muskerry ... dhe me vi ies ane a .. 629 
Moved to resolve, That in the opinion of this House it is desirable that 
legislation on the terms of the recommendation of the Subsidies 
Committee and the resolution adopted at the Conference of Colonial 
Premiers should be initiated by His Majesty’s Government.—(Lord 
Muskerry.) 
Lord Wolverton “ne Sete eine aes ne rae eee eee 536 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
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Motor TRAFFIC REGULATION. 


The Earl of Camperdown 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


The House adjourned at Eight o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 25rH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILts [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired inta, 
and which are applicable thereto, have heen complied with, viz. : Poole 
and District Electric Traction Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
Petition for additional Provision (No. 2) in the following Bill the Standing 
Orders have been complied with, viz. : Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. 


Ordered, that it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Bill that they 
have power to make provision therein accordingly 


Scottish-American Mortgage Company, amen Bill A OR oe (BY 


ORDER). Read a second time, and committed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill. Read the third time and passed 


North British Railway (General Powers) Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lorps].—Considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Barnsley Corporation (Water) Bill.—Order [2nd March] that the Bill be 
committed, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn.—(J/r. Caldwell.; 


Gateshead Corporation Bill.—Reported from the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee, with Amendments; Keport to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed . * ss 


Strabane and Letterkenny Railway Bill.—Reported with & Aevetnents 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; 
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PETITIONS. 


Cuurcu DiscieLinE Bi_t.—Petition from Bev es against ; to lie upon the 
Table - ; ‘ web 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL.—Petition from Sleaford, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ibs , nas os a . 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petition from 
Sleaford, against ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Falkirk, ir 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 4 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SIsTER BILL.-—Petition from Barming, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


= JFFICE EXTENSION BILL.—Petition of the Prudential Assurance Com- 

PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION BILL.—Petit f the Prudential A C 
pany, Limited, against (praying to be heard by Counsel) ; referred to the 
Select Committee on the Bill ... : on ve so ses 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (COMMISSION ON DysENTERY).—Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mission on the nature, pathology, causation, and prevention of Dysentery, 
and its relationship to Enteric Fever, appointed by the Secretary of State 
for War, August, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


RaAILwAys.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade on applications 
made during 1902 under the Railway Companies’ Powers Act, 1864, and 
of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with a thereto [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 223.] ose sine is 


Raitways Construction FAacitities Act, 186+.—Copy presented, of Report 
by the Board of Trade on an Application made during the year 1902 under 
the Act, and of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with respect thereto 
|by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 224.] 


Etectric LIGHTING Acts, 1882 TO 1890 (PROCEEDINGs).—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Board of Trade respecting the Applications to and Proceedings 
of the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 18 :90, 
during the past year [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 225.] 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


Pusiic Recorvs (OFFICE OF LAND REVENUE RECORDS AND ENROLMENTS).— 
Copy of Schedule containing a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents 
from the Office of Land Revenue Records and Enrolments which are now 
in the Public Record Ottice, but are not considered of sufticient public value 
to justify their preservation therein [by Act. ] ay ; 


PATENT. OFFICE EXTENSION | EXPENSES].—Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of all Expenses 
incurred by the Commissioners of Works under any Act of the present 
Session for the acquisition of land for the further extension of the Patent 
Office, and for purposes connected therewith (King’s Recommendation 
signified), to-morrow.—( Mr. Ellict.) ve si : 
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House or CoMMONS (VENTILATION).—Ordered, that the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Select Committee appointed i in the last Session of Parlia- 
ment to inquire into the ventilation of the House be referred to the Select 
Committee on House of Commons (Ventilation), and be printed.—(Sir 
Alesander Aclund-Hood.) ve a re <3 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
INDIAN NATIVE STATES—ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROL. —Question, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, 8.W.); Answer, Lord George Hamilton 
Position OF NAVAL SCHOOLMASTERS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Arnold-Foster Ss ee we a ee hs 


NEW ORDNANCE MAps.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long p ane os “ 


Epucation Act, 1902—SrctTion 23(4)—-IssuE OF REGULATIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long , 


ConpiTION OF THE RoyaL CANAL, IRELAND»—Question, Mr. Kennedy ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ‘ 

DiscHARGE OF BritTiIsH SEAMEN AT CONTINENTAL Ports.—Question, Mr. 
Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


RAFFLES AT CHURCH BAZAARS. a aia Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 5.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray oe Jes <a ais ia 


CoMPLETION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN LONDON.—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 

CREDITORS OF PERSONS CONFINED IN LUNATIC ASYLUMS.—Question, Sir 
James Haslett (Belfast, N.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson a =~ i 

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS—MAXIMUM SALARY.—Question, Mr. Bayley (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain i ne 

29TH JUNE AS A PusLic Honimpay.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain , be ida e 

TELEGRAPH DEPARTMENT—-CONCESSIONS TO OPERATORS AND THE PUBLIC.— 


Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. <Austen 
Chamberlain a 5 


ELEMENTARY Epucation — Pupit TEACHERS. — Question, Mr. Morrell 
(Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


DIsTURBANCE AT BROADWAY PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, BELFAST. — Question, 
Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PRICE oF BREAD IN Evropr AND AMERICA.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas 
(Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ea a vi 


QUESTIONS IN THE HUUSE. 


RIFLE PRACTICE.—Question, Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Arthur Elliot, Durham) 


TRADE DispuTEs.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, 
Mr. Elliot kode Ne Re es mn is =F ee 
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New Nava BasE.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, 
N.); Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) i ib vr sn ao ay we os 

Keyaam Dockyarp— WaGes.—Question, Mr. Kearley _ onport); Answer, 
Mr. Pretyman ... - ae ond seh ‘ si es , 






MOoorINnGs IN QUEENSTOWN HArzsour.—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman ss ‘ai ‘ie a — vas 


EpUCATION OF COASTGUARDS’ CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S. ); 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman wis ae ne an ae ce 


AUSTRALIA. — Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.); Answer, The 
Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


MAIL SERVICE TO AND FROM AUSTRALIA. <r Mr. Keir Hardie ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : os Kea a 


MALTA.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


CANCER IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) wat 


Moror-Cars ror THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Solicitor- 
General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


Russia AND CHINA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


NORTH SEA FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


IntsH HistoricAL MSS.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Elliot a. r ’ 


CLAREMORRIS UNION VALUATION.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly (Mayo, N25 
Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N -) 


IntsH PRIsONS.—Question, Mr. John O'Donnell (Mayo, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) : nt aa 


TULLAMORE GAOL.-—Question, Mr. John O'Donnell ; Answer, Mr, Wyndham 


GORDON-BENNETT Motor Race. acne Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham ... a as aie wee Pee + 


IntsH LAND PURCHASE ProsLEM.—Question, Mr. Edward Mitchell (Fermanagh, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ah ve ie as ee 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, Wellington) 


Post Office Sites Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the Select 
Committee, with Minutes of evidence. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 226.] 
Minutes of proceedings to be printed. [No. 226.] 


Bill, as amended, re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House for 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 258.] ... 
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Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill | Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 258.] 


SuppLy [14TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
CrvIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4.—CLass ILI. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 

£96,499, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 

to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 

> year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 

Expenses of the Office of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
Home Department and Subordinate Oftices.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Deun) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of State."—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Mr, Coghill (Stoke-upon-T rent) “ 

Mr, Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroc) 

Mr, Tennant (Berwickshire) : 

Mr, Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesle y 

Mr. Asquith (Frfeshire, E.) _ es 

Mr. Talbot (Osford Ui nwersity) as 

Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, WLt., Keighley) 

Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ‘ 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland)... 

Sir J. Stirling Marwell (Glasgow, College) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) re data a 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Dougles, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) ore ‘e vee bee aie sia 

Mr. Shackleton ee mtr re 

Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) .. ‘i 

Mr. Nannetti Uablin Colleye Green) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Fenwiek (Northumberlund, Wansbeck) 
Mr. Akers Douglas... 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, “Rusheliffe) 


And, it being half-past seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


lix 


Page 


565 
567 
571 
577 

582 
587 

588 
589 
592 
595 
596 


602 
606 
607 
609 


610 
611 
611 











Ix TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 25.] Page 
EVENING SITTING. 
SuppLy [14TH ALLoTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ! 


L 





Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPAR 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£96,499, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Office of His Majesty’s Secreti ry of State for the 
Home Department and Subordinate Offices.’ 


Mr. John Ellis oP ins rer bad sx “GES 
Sir Frederick Bunbury (Cumberweil, " Peckham) eee _ suis w. 615 
Mr. Swift Mae Neill (Donegal, 8.)... oe on ane sa cc Oe 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, V.) ati as ad ww. 022 
Sir Michael Foster (London University) .. pe fais Pei ie Coe 
Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, *y) ‘de =n iis as ia sno “ae 
Mr. Akers Douglas sae sabe ae ein - .-- 626 
Mr. 7. P. O'Connor i vs ae ‘iba -- 630 

——— Balfour (Middlesex: . Horne a die a ie we San 
Mr Crooks (Woolwich)... eve ~ is ns sac Gaee 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) — iis a : s« O82 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ..- 639 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home Dep par rtme nt ( Mr. € ‘Cochrane, 

Ayrshire, N.).. ae e ; eee <0 “Ome 
Cuptuin Norton (Ni ewinyton, W, dat sh vai ged oe ios 049 


Motion made, and Question put, “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary of State.” 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 21 ; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 132.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding £9,157, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Local Government Board for Scotland (8 and 9 Vic., ¢. 83; 52 
and 53 Vic., e. 50; 57 and 58 Vie. ¢. 58; 60 and 61 Vic., c. 38; and 
various other Statutes).” 


Mr. Weir (Loss and Cromarty)... vad “an ws se . 643 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


tesolution to be reported upon Monday next; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at Three minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 26TH JuNg,. 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


West Bromwich Corporation Bill [11.1.].—Reported, with Amendments 


Manchester Corporation Bill [1.1.}.—Reported, with Amendments 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Transfer) Bill.—Moved, That the 
order made on the 16th day of March last, “ That no Private Bili brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after the 18th day of 
re next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed 

; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed 


Gorleston and Southtown Gas Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Mid Yorkshire ane Bill ™ L : —Read v and asad and sent to the 
Commons Ris 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill.—lRead 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons o aa ae ~ Ve 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill. Brought from the Commons 


Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways Bill.Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1"; and referred to the Examiners Bs ae 


Belfast Water Bill [H.1.]; Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill.—-Returned 
from the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments: ‘The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to 


Gas Light and Coke pomgeny 5 Bill.— Returned from the Commons with the 
* Amendment agreed to nee ae aaa Bs ae rae 


Commercial Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1.|.—Read 3* (according to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ‘0 sai ph a 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill.—Read 3* (according to Order), with the Amendment, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons a bi ie ; 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—Moved, That the Order 
made on the 16th day of March last, “‘ That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Thursday the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed with,.and that 
the Bill be now read 2"; agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Grangemouth Water Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity 
and Refuse Destruction Order Confirmation Bill ; Forth Navigation Order 
Confirmation Bill; Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill ; Edin- 
burgh Corporation (Markets, Slaughter-houses, ete.) Order Confirmation 
Bill. —Read 3* (according to Order), ‘and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill (No. 138); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill (No. ae: [*. to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners 
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Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies 
Bill ; Crystal Palace District Gas Bill ; Leigh Corporation Bill; Welling- 
borough and District Tramroads Bill; Midland and Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways Bill ; Watford and Edgware Railway Bill; Mullingar, 
Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill ; Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway 
Bill ; London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Kilmaine be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Earl of Mayo; read, and agreed to nike wt pe + 646 





THE OLD NAVIGATING OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 


Lord Muskerry AY oe ror ed a eae od 646 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) ... Mee: ... 648 
Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill [H.1.}.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order). 
The Lovd Bishop of Hereford we ii nos ich bite ... 649 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 24, after the word ‘Lichfield’ to insert the 
words ‘or to the Bishop of Hereford.’ ”—(V'he Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford « pi a ied deta ... 650 


Amendments moved— 
“In page 2, line 22, after the word ‘Lichfield’ to insert 
the word ‘Hereford’; and in line 29, after the word ‘ Lichfield’ 
to insert the words ‘and Hereford.’ ”—(The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


‘On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Lord Ashcombe sac oe ese . ves see eee es 651 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 2, line 19, after the word ‘Canterbury’ to insert the 
word ‘ Winchester.’ ”—(Lord Ashcombe.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘Southwark’ to insert the 
words ‘ Winchester and Southwark.’ ”-—(Lerd Ashcombe.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clause agreed to. 
Schedule | agreed to. 
‘Schedule 2 :-— 

Lord Norton ae wits as ~e , are pee soe «OBS 


to 
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The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) re ae «+ €52 
Schedule 2 agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 
i amended. (No. 137.) 





Contracts (India Office) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


The Marquess of Ripon... wi a ‘en ‘ne ey ... 652 


we 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 652 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendments and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


THE Jupic1AL COMMITTEE AND THE NEW ZEALAND Court OF APPEAL. 


Lord Hawkeshury ... ssa oe ses jan ie ree 652 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) ae rote ae .. 653 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 26TH Jung, 1903. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Butts [Lorps}] STaNDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLiep WitH.—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Bristol Corporation Bill 
[ Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time... _ aae igs ww (6B8 


PrivaTE BiLts [Lorps] (StaNDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
sot CompLiep WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—Salford Corporation 
Bill { Lords}. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders sn 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
Compiiep WitrH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
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following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 


thereof, “the Standing Orders which are ag ag thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :—Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ... 


Commercial Gas Bill; Gas Light and Coke Company Bill; Great Eastern 
Railway Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ae 


Belfast Water Bill [Lorps|.—Read the third time and passed, with 
Amendments jo tes dan nd - ini sos its 


Harrow Road and 7 crate apseatiteaies Bill.—Read the third time and 
passed. (New Title.) ... wii 


Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill py —Read the third time and 
passed, with Amendments , 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill; Scunthorpe Urban 
District Water Bill ew —As amended, considered; to be read the third 


time 


Liverpool University Bill [Lorps] ; Taff Vale Railway Bill [| Lords].—Read a 


second time, and committed 


Private Bitts (Group G).—Ordered, That James Alfred Crowther do attend 
the Committee on Group G of Private Bills on Monday next, at eleven of 
the clock 


Private Bitts (Group G).—Ordered, That Joseph James Hornby do attend 
the Committee on Group G of Private Bills on Wednesday next, at eleven 
of the clock 


POLICE AND SANITARY COMMITTEE.—Ordered, That Francis William Anderson, 
A. Beresford Pike, and Arthur Blackford do attend the Police and Sanitary 
Committee on Tuesday next, at half-past eleven of the clock es 


Sheffield Corporation Bill —Reported from the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed a 7 

MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill; Naval Works Provisional Order Bill, without 
Amendment. 


Ipswich Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to Harrow and Stanmore Gas Bill [Lords]; Wirral 
Railway Bill [Lords]; Rickmansworth Gas Bill [Lords]; Harrogate Water 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Tramways Act 
1870, relating to Barrow-in-Furness Tramways, Horsforth Urban District 
Council Tramways, Keighley Corporation Tramways, and Ramsbottom 
Urban District Council Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to incorporate the Mid Yorkshire 
Tramways Company, and to empower that company to make and maintain 
tramways and other works, and for other purposes. [Mid Yorkshire 
Tramways Bill [ Lords]. ] 


Pusiic Accounts.—That they give leave to the Clerk of the Parliaments 
to attend to be examined as a witness before the Select Committee 
appointed by this House on Public Accounts 


Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill |Lorps].—Read the first time, and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 259. } it peat 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Reported without 
Amendment {Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Reported with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 


Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, etc.) 
Bill | Lorps}.—Reported, with an Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Extension of Time) Bill.— Reported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


London and North-Western Railway Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ake 


Torquay Corporation Water Bill |Lorps] ; Shettield and South Yorkshire 
Navigation Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed she 


King’s College (London) Bill { Lorps}.—Keported, without Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time ... 

St. Philips Chapel (Regent Street) Bill {Lorps].—Reported, without 


Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time 


PETITIONS. 


BurGu Pouice eer Bi_t.—Petition from Falkirk, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ss pap son ae vi pene asi 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Sutherland, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ... ee 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petition from sn titit 
against ; to lie upon the Table oe we eo 
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VivisEcTION.—Petition from London, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table ... 
tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND (TECHNICAL EpucATION).—Return ordered, 
“showing the extent to which and the manner in which local authorities 
in Scotland have allocated and applied funds to the purposes of Technical 
Education during the year ending the 15th day of May, 1903, under the 
following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; Education 
and Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892; Technical Schools 
(Scotland) Act, 1887; technical Instruction Amendment (Seotland) Act, 
1892; and Public Libraries Acts.” —(Zhe Lord Advocate.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


VIVISECTION EXPERIMENTS—PRESENCE OF A GOVERNMENT INSPECTOR. — 
Question, Dr. Shipman (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


REPORT ON VIVISECTION EXPERIMENTS.—Question, Sir John Rolleston (Leicester); 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


Truck Act—DEDUCTIONS FROM WAGES IN THE IRON PLATE TRADE.—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Glougestershire Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Akers 
Douglas ... 


SMALL FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS—-PRECAUTIONS AGAINST FIRE.—Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


ACCIDENTS ON THE GLASGOW CORPORATION ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS.—Question, 
Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ... 


TREATIES GIVING PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT TO FOREIGN STATES. — Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


TENDERS FOR BATTLESHIPS AND ARMOUR PLATE.—Question, Mr. James Hope 
(Shettield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster on - 


INFectious Diseases ON LINERS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long 


Exports OF WHEAT AND FLOUR FROM INDIA.—Question, Mr. Hunter Craig 
(Lanarkshire, Govan); Answer, Lord George Hamilton —... a 


MANAGEMENT OF THE UGANDA RaAlLWAy.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne 


CONSTRUCTION OF THE BALLYRONEY AND NEWCASTLE RAILWAY.—Question, 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Treasure Trove PurcHasep by Royat Irish ACADEMY.—Question, Mr. 
Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) ; Answer,Mr. Wyndham .. 


MILITARY STORES SENT TO SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
(Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... BRA se seis 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on ‘Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure: Mr. Lees Knowles ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. "Samuel 
Roberts. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... a ‘a8 ie sas ene aoe 
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” County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill—{THirp Reapinc].—Order 
read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [19th June], “ That the 
Bill be now read the third time.’ 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich)... ia rete re ae ... 666 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 8. W. ‘. Ls oe nae a ... 666 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ... bat ase ke ee .. G10 
is Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out all the words after the word ‘be,’ and add the 
words ‘ recommitted to a Committee of the whole House in respect of 
9 a new clause (Increase of Courts).’”—(Mr. Galloway.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
9 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8S.) ... nee bes hai ibe we Ban 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) : nae we OED 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burgh) Te ... 679 
0 Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.)— ... ssc ‘ as > 681 
Sir James Fergqusso n (Munchester, N. i. Be ca see aa see ... 683 
0 Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put. 
1 The House divided :—Ayes, 160; Noes, 10. (Division List No. 133.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
l 
Guinea Postal Orders Bill—{TuHirp Reapinu]|.—Order for the Third Read- 
ing read, 
u4 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham)... as ae ad ve -.« 680 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... peal ie Ree xe <3 ee 
2 Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ae wi hon 4 ... 688 
Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham)... pee ae ihe i. Goo 
Mr. (tallow ay J rr ne bine sue bp 689 
3 Mr. Henniker Heuton (C 'unterbury) a oe me sed .« GOO 
Mr. Vieary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) se ts a we. ‘G01 
5 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
t Military Lands Bill--{THirp Reapinc].—Order for the Third Reading read. 
Sir Arthur Hayter (lalsall) ne xs nee oe a . 691 
t Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. foe Ps laial aia a 
Mr. Gibson Bowles... sats ae ae — ne es «« 692 
Mr. William Redmond es oon a bit -» @9n 
Sir Frederick Banbury (¢ ‘amberwell, Peckham) nes aia oe .-- 692 
Mr. Winston Churchill — ... cu ‘in es ... 694 
Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles and Selkirk). abs ii sa = 696 
Sir M. Hicks Beach (Bristol, 1.) . 696 
The Financial unio tu the War Office (L Lord Stanley, Lanenshire West- 
houghton) ie Ane ee a cas ‘Get 
Bill read the third time, and passed, 
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Incest Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee) considered. 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford University)... “~ owe ae ase os OOF 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words, ‘of or above the age 
of thirteen years.’”—(Mr. Talbot.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Colonel Lockwood (Esser, Epping) ons eis ves ein w» 698 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘daughter’ to insert the word 
‘ step-daughter.’ "—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question, “That the word ‘step-daughter’ be there inserted,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) a i Bae Sus ... 699 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘sister,’ to insert the words 
‘or who, being married, has committed incestuous adultery within the 
meaning of Section 27 of the Matrimonial Causes Acts, 1857.’”— 
(Sir William Tomlinson.) 





Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. H. D. Greene aeeiiten ba asa om ee joy sss 400 
Colonel Lockwood... eee eee eee eee eee eee 701 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Talbot ... ss ” 2 ait cole ne me oe | OO 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 10, to leave out the words ‘and not exceeding 
seven years.’ °—(Mr, Tulbot.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 





the Bill.” 

Mr Galloway ‘pt ie had “t vas oe «| COU 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, S) Sof re Se nae ds «a. '08 
Mr. H. D. Greene ... © ait = me Pot ae «os $08 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr Vicary Gibbs ... eee eve eee eee eee eee 1. €00 


Amendment. proposed— 


“In page 1, line 25, after the word ‘brother,’ to insert the words 
‘ stepgrandfather, stepfather, or stepson.’ ”—(Mr. Vicary Gibbs.) 


Question, “That those words be there inserted in the Bill,” put, and h 
negatived. [ 


Mr. Talbot ... a Pre <3 as os ne a wa 808 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 9, to leave out Clause 5.”—(Mr. Talbot.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) per ie cer a ae 
Sir Edward Carson ous ios aa “ a ne ... 704 
Mr. H. D. Greene ... a ine ae x fos a <3. 608 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, S.) ies io jak ee ait a oe 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 12, to leave out Clause 6.”—( Mr. Gretton.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to he left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ‘ ~ si dis ae .. $08 
Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Steamer) ae eae a ae. Sen | =O 
Sir Edward Carson : m ee ae ne oe .. 705 
Mr. Caldwell ee oer ee sue ene sas nee wwe £00 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question, “ That the Bill be now read a third time,” put, and agreed. 


Innkeepers’ Liability Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee) con- 
sidered. 


The first Motion on the Paper was a new clause, standing in the name of the hon. 


Member for South-West Manchester, dealing with the application of the 
Act to Scotland. 


Clause 1 
Mr, Galloway mye he ‘a ot ad re is wa 10S 
A clause (Exemption)—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir Brampton Gurdon ( — N.) ite oe ba sea ino =e 
Sir Edward Carson 3 ss dy oe A rae | 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E. y~ sie ia ue oy ag ree. 
Mr. Vieary Gibbs... a ies ue sbi o a me || | 
Mr. Gretton = Sask eae sid a se ne ie ae 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 75; Noes, 130. (Division List No. 134.) 

Mr. Galloway se 5 = ia bes Py ae as. san 
A clause (Right of Appeal), 


“Any person aggrieved by a conviction made by a Court of 
summary jurisdiction under this Act may appeal therefrom to a Court 
of quarter sessions.” —( Mr. Galloway.) 


Brought up, and read the first and second time, and added to the Bill. 


Mr. Galloway 


~] 
a" 
to 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘shall’ to insert the words 
‘from opening until closing time.’ ”°—(.Vr. Gulloway.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Mr. Brampton Gurdon 
Sir Edward Carson... 


Lord Hugh Cecil 


bo bo be 


<3 +1 <7 1 +1 


Mr. Lawson Walton ‘ 3 
Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 3 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 140. (Division List No. 135.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :-— 
Mr, Gullaway sail bits oe wa Sin sie ea sam O00 
Amendment proposed— 
“ After the word ‘ manner ’ to insert the words ‘or is an habitual 
drunkard to whom the sale of liquor has been refused under Section 6 
of the Licensing Act, 1902.’”—(Vr. Galloway.) 
Amendment agreed to, 
Sir Frederick Banbury 717 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words ‘a sum adequate to the cost’ and insert 
the words ‘a reasonable price.’ °—-(Sir Frederick Bunbury.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clauses 3—5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Mr. Galloway 718 
Amendment proposed — 
“Tn page 1, line 24, to leave out the words ‘Scotland or.’ "—(JVr. 
Galloway.) 
Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 140 ; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 156.) 
And it being after half-past Five of the clock, further consideration of the 
Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee, stood adjourned. 
Further consideration to be resumed upon Monday next. 
Addenbrooke's satecnnashe Bill.— As amended, considered ; read the third time, 
and passed ee ae ~_ ids , i: 


Pistols Bill.— As amended (by the Standing Committee) considered. 


A clause (Sale of pistols to insane or intoxicated persons)—(Lord Hugh 
Cecil)—brought up, and read the first and second time, and added. 
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Amendments mace to the Bill. 


Bill read the third time, and passed ... 


Market Gardeners’ Compensation Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, 
and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn ... 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Six o'clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 29TH JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) ; South 
Shields Corporation. 

Also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill :—Local Government Provisional Order (No. 18). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill ” L.].—A witness ordered to 
attend the Select Committee re vr ons Ske 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn : 
The order made on Tuesday last discharged, and Bill committed 


Brighton Corporation Bill [1.1.|.—Leave given to the Select Committee 
not to sit again till Tuesday, the 7th of July next NS Ks aa 


Kip’s Patents Bill | u.L.|; Bir mingham District Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Bradford 
Corporation Bill [H.1. }.—Read 3", and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 


North British Railway (General Powers) Order arama Bill wie L i 


—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill [.L.]; Education Board Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.].—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Earl of Yarborough, the Lord 
Middleton, and the Lord Glenesk be proposed to the House as members of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Lytton, 
the Lord Bolton, and the Lord Hatherton, and that the Lord Glenesk be 
Chairman of the said Committee ; read and agreed to se ne 


Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western Railways 
(Steam Vessels) Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Brougham and Vaux be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Earl of Belmore, and 
that the Lord Brougham and Vaux be Chairman of the said Committee ; 
read, and agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Metropolitan District 
Railway (Various Powers) Bill; East Ham Improvement Bill; Great 
Western Railway Bill; Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill ; 


719 


-~I 
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North-Eastern Railway Bill; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill; Romford and District Tramways Bill ; Wood 
Green Urban District Council Bill; Beckenham Urban District Council 
Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords 
be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the considera- 
tion of the said Bills, viz. 

D. Bedford, 

D. Newcastle, 

KE. Temple, 

L. Berwick. 

L. Ribblesdale (chairman) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L |.— Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Friday next ae ~~ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.— 
Committee of the whole House (which stands _—" for this day), put 
off till To-morrow ee ose sie ' ‘ced oie 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1"; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 
147.) a” Vaan eae ae 


RETURNS, REPORT'S, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3009. Japan. 

No. 3010. France (Corsica). 

No. 3011. France (Dunkirk). 

No. 3012. China (Swatow). 

No. 3013. China (Kiungchow). 

No. 3014. Sweden (Stockholm and the Eastern Coast). 
No. 3015. Austria-Hungary (Trieste). 


Presented [by Command] ; and ordered to lie on the Table 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FunD.—Account of the receipts and expenditure under 
the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act, from 1st January to 3lst December, 
1902 sink jie ‘is 


Lunacy.—Fifty-seventh Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor ia - se si 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SoctetiEs (Post OrFICE SAVINGS BANKS FuND) 
(Savincs BANKs FunD) (FRIENDLY Societies Funp).—Accounts for the 
year ended 31st December, 1902 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 22nd June, 1903, declaring that 
Paul Powell, Royal Carriage Department, War Office, was appointed without 
a Civil Service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his Department. 


laid before the House [pursuant to Act]; and ordered to lie on the Table 


Page 
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GUINEA Postat, ORDERS BILL.—Read 1*; to be pe and to be read 2 


to-morrow (The Earl of Mayo). (No. 141.) .. in 723 
omy Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill (No. 142); Military L Lands Bill 
No. 143) ; Incest Bill (No. 144) ; Addenbrooke’s Hospital Bill (No. 145) ; 
Pistols Bill (No. 146). 
Brought from the Commons. Read 1°, and to be printed ... feud iam tae 
FINANCE BiLL.—Read 2* (according to Order): Committee negatived: Then 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered iain to Order) and dis- 
pensed with. Bill read 3%, and passed asin eed | ae 
IMPERIAL FiscaL POoLicy. 
Earl of Portsmouth 724 
Lord Harris ; =e ue a " met = «| 0OR 
The Earl of Aberdeen Pe 737 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdow me) 738 
The Earl of Roseber y ° 742 
The First Lord of the Ac Imiralty (The Earl of Se Ibor i ein ... 646 
Viscount Goschen ... ‘ion e as 14 
The Marquess of Ripon... me ase. Se 
The Lord President of the Counci! (The Duke of Devonshire ed .. 655 
Lord Tweedmouth ... one 758 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill |1.1.].—House in Committee 
(according to Order). 


Clause 1 :— 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 

The President of the Board of Agriculture (The Earl of Onslow) wi 75% 
Amendment moved— 


“Tn line 17, at end, to insert, as a new sub-section, ‘The Mer- 
chandise Marks (Prosecutions) Act, 1894 (which relates to the under- 
taking by the Board of Agriculture of prosecutions under the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act, 1887, in eertain cases), shall apply to the produce 
of any fishing industry as it applies to agricultural or horticultural 
produce.’”—(The Earl of Onslow.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 
Lord Heneage a vis ses a es see sin ... 760 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 39, to leave out from ‘three’ to the end of the sub- 
section.” —(Lord Heneage.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 140.) 
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THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 


Lord Harris e 
The Under Secretary of State for Wa ar tr (The ‘Earl f Hard wicke) 
Lord iW enlock ° ee 
Lord Monkswell 

The Earl of Hardwicke 

Earl Carrington 

Lord Harris ae 

The Earl of Selborne 


STAFF SERVICE. 


Lord He NCA 
The Earl of pe ees 


House adjourned at a quarter past Seven o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 29TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE BiLts [LORDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, ‘the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Bournemouth Gas and 
Water Bill {Lords}. 


Ordered, hat the Bill be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs | Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill | Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


Southampton Harbour Bill [Lorvs] (King’s consent signified).—Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments as i Si) 


Ulster and Connaught Light hesneatnen Bill.—Read the third time, and 
passed. [New Title.] ... on “as — - 


British Gas Light Compan ny (Norwich) Bill [Lorps]; Erith Tramways 
and Improvements Bill; Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill [Lords] ; 
Tynemouth and District Tramw ays Bill [Lords]. —As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time oe am oa oe ii ee 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill; Bournemouth Corporation Tramways 
Bill pores Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill [Lords]; Derby Gas 
Bill | Lords ].—Read a second time and committed ar sa we 
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Manchester Southern Tramways Bill [Lorps]; Rochester Cor poration 
Tramways and Improvements Bill [Lords].— Yead a second time, and 
committed ie va 


Local Government eeetmanuate Orders i» i. 9) Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed ; ‘ 


North British Railway (General Powers) Order Confirmation _— 
{LorDs].—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, etc.) 
Bill [Lorps}; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow * sai 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill {| By Orper ] 
—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 7 


Gas Orders ‘pena ™ 2) Bill shat ORDS |.— Read a second time, and 
committed fa pee er sa ns 


Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill { Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Finance Bill ; Grange- 
mouth Water Order Confirmation Bill ; Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation Bill ; Forth Navigation Order Confirmation 
Bill ; Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill ; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, ete.) Order Confirmation Bill; Gorleston and 
Southtown Gas Bill, without Amendment. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill, with an Amendment. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to Belfast Water Bill [Lords]; Shepshed Urban District 
Gas Bill {Lords}, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Aldershot Gas and Water, Amer- 
sham, Beaconsfield, and District W: ater, St. David’s Water and Gas, St. 
Neot’s Water, and Wexford Gas.” [Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill (Lords). | 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘An Act for rendering valid certain Letters 
Patent granted to William Phillips Thompson in respect of inventions com- 
municated to him from abroad by Frederick Ellsworth Kip (1) for improve- 
ments in stop-motions for looms, warping machines, and the like ; and (2) 
for improvements in electrical stop-motions for warps.” | Kip’s Patents Bill 
(Lords). } 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to enable the City of Birmingham 
Tramways Company, Limited, to construct additional tramways ; and for 
other purposes.” [Birmingham District Tramways Bill (Lords). } 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer powers on the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Citizens of the city of Bradford with respect to tramways, 
waterworks, and gas supply ; to enable the Corporation and Urban District 
Council of Shipley to exchange portions of their respective gas undertak- 
ings ; and to make further provisions with respect to rating and various 
matters of local administration and management.’ __ Corporation 


Bill (Lords). } 
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Kip’s Patents Bill Smee f Birmingham District Tramways Bill lore t ; 
Bradford Corporation Bill [Lords}.—Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 260.] 


Hexham Gas Bill [Lorps]. ens with Amendments ; andes to lie _ 
the Table, and to be printed 


PETITIONS. 


Burcu Povice (ScoTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Grangemouth, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ ae pint ome ine Po 


CuHuRCH DisciPLINe BiLt.—Petition from Seaton, against ; to lie upon the Table 





County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BiLL.—Petition from Durham, in 


favour ; to lie upon the Table... 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Cumnock, asiaeu to lie 
upon the Table ‘ ve - ss ; , ; ian 


LAND RecIsTEeRS (SCOTLAND).—Petition from Perth, against alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table , ai ‘ om “i 


LICENCES RENEWAI. AND TRANSFER BILL.—Petition from Malton, against ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ae me 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL AND LicENsING LAw (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiLL.—Petition from West Cumberland, vai to lie 
upon the Table .. ius pe ied 


LICENSING Law (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEW ms BiLL.—Petition from 
Malton, against ; to lie upon the Table a aes Se ne 





MERCHANDISE Marks Bitt.—Petition of the National Chamber of Trade, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... sa 


Mortor-Cars.—Petition from Renfrewshire, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table ay us wha ‘ nee aes es 


MunicipaAL Corporations (AupitT) BiLt.—Petition from Abergavenny, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... , se iiss as an oie 


Pusic Lrpraries.—Petition from Wood Green, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ben “s 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Urspan Districts (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
10th March—ZJ/r. a to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 228.) yo ane gee Nes = ee ioe ee, 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’s Funp.—Account presented, of the Receipt and Expendi- 
ture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act from Ist January to 31st 

a tn 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

0. 229.) sp bed at: ne =e fer Sr er v8 
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TRADE Keports (ANNUAL SERIEs).~—-Copies presented, of Diplomatic ” 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3009 to 3015 oy saaaeis 
lie upon the Table 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SocteTres.—Accounts presented, showing the 
Interest accrued in respect of the Securities standing in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt to the credit of 
the Post Office Savings Banks Fund for the year ended 31st December, 

1902, and of the Fund for the Banks for Savings and the Fund for Friendly 
Societies for the year ended 20th November, 1902 [by — to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. (No. 230.) ... d i bee 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
22nd June, 1903, declaring that Paul Powell, Royal Carriage Department, 
War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through 
inadvertence on the - of the head of his annie [by sii to lie 
upon the Table ... : hed 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House. 


Lunacy.—Copy of Fifty-seventh Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to 
the Lord Chancellor, with or (by a to lie upon the Table and 
to be printed. (No. 231.) si wd ve is 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCANTILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.).— 
Return ordered, “ showing aggregate Naval Expenditure on seagoing force ; 
aggregate revenue; aggregate tonnage of Mercantile Marine; annual 
clearances of shipping in the foreign trade ; annual clearances of shipping 
in the coasting trade; annual value of imports by sea, including bullion 
and specie; and annual value of exports by sea, inculding bullion and 
specie, of various countries, exclusive of China and South American 
Republics, but including British Self-governing Colonies, for the year 1902 
{in continuation of Parliamentary — No. 373, of Session 1902).”— 
(Sir John Colomb.) - baa Feat 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


LABOURERS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... y i. sun Re ~~ 


EXPERIMENTS ON J)oGs.—Question, Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ees ea F 2 38 i 


PRICES OF SuUGAR.—Question, Colonel Denny snceumeunes ess Answer, 
Mr. Bonar Law ae oe ea he oie ae 


PROCEDURE UNDER THE LIGHT RAILWAYs Act, 1896.—Question, Mr. Bigwood 
(Middlesex, Brentford) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law en ae ean 


Suppty OF Poisonous GASES—SUGGESTED LEGISLATION.——Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, S.): Answer, Mr. Bonar Law o ne ss 


METROPOLITAN Poor LAW SCHOOLS—EXPENDITURE ON BUILDINGS. —Question, 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


GLYCERINATED CALF LYMPH FOR SCOTLAND.— Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long and Mr. A. Graham Murray 


WEEKLY RETURNS OF INFECTIOUS DISEASES. i iti Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long wa ‘ we e ~ 
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WANDSWORTH INFIRMARY—DEATH OF MICHAEL SADLER.—Question, Mr. John 
Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushceliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long uid 


New Post OFFICE AT SOUTHAMPTON—-DANGER TO THE PuBLIC.—Question, Mr. 
Tankerville Chamberlayne petits Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain ee = aN as aes Ae 4 

TELEPHONE LICENCES TO MUNICIPALITIES.—Question, Mr. Stuart Wortley 
(Sheftield, Hallam) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain aa ae 

PROMOTION IN THE CUSTOMS SERVICE.—Question, Colonel Sadler ean 
borough) ; Answer, Mr. Elliot us oy Jax 

GIRGENTI INEBRIATES REFORMATORY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray ‘ one sn se ‘ ; 

INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES hanaiiitiiadiainiinat Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray a sis eee ae tr $e3 

BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION—PROCEEDINGS OF PERMANENT CoMMISSION.— 
Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


AcTION OF SouTHPORT BENCH.-——Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay eas eed - 
Waces IN‘DocKYARDS.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster : Za ie re - 
IrisH LAND Brtt—RetTUuRN OF ADVANCES FOR PURCHASE OF HOLDINGS.— 
Question, Sir John Colombh (Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
Irish NATIONAL EpuCATiON — SUPERINTENDENTS OF EXAMINATIONS, — 
Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
Irish RestpENT MAGISTRATES —-ACTION OF Mr. C. P. CRANE.—Question, Mr. 
Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham oa ie We 
TERMINABLE LEASES IN ‘TOWNS—COMPENSATION FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 
Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
ERECTION OF PIER AT BALLYCONNELL, COUNTY SLIGO.—Question, Mr. William 
M‘Killop (Sligo, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham on om 
RouGHLy Concestep District (SLIGO).—Question, Mr. William M‘Killop ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham pa saa ols v wee et 
RAGGING IN THE ARMY.—Question, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... * ” ue a ve 
Evasion OF Farr WaGe CLAUSE BY ARMY CLOTHING CONTRACTOR.—Question, 
Captain Norton (Newington, W. ); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... var oie 
FIELD ALLOWANCE TO OFFICERS IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick : ea ee 
POPULATION OF RHODESIA.—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain... ae ate ; ‘ ss hes bo ; 


CoLoNtaAL TARIFFS.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Tue Care Raceinc Court-MartiAL.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
S.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 


Guildford) Soe Ses ua ies ee ee week sa xe 
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ArMY Post—MIssiInG REGISTERED LETTER.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.), 
Mr. Wood (Down, E.), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn _ and Mr. laces nn 
(Cork, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick . 





MEDITERRANEAN FLEE NNERY PRACTICE.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


ADEN BouNDARY CoMMISSION.—Questions, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) ied a “a me ie ais ad si 


REGISTRATION OF CLUBS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) * ste ae a 


Moror-Cars IN Hype PArk.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland) ; Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) ... me ee 


THE MALTESE LANGUAGE QUESTION.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) — 

ALLEGED KURDISH ATROCITIES NEAR ERZEROUM.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork 
County, N.) ; Answers, Lord Cranborne : ee ‘es saa 


YANGTSE River RAILWAY. —Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... by ie a ier ; 


SHANTUNG RAILWAYs.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answers, Lord Cranborne me 


BritTIsH ViCcE-CONSULS IN SWITZERLAND.—Question, Mr. Wood ; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne me ‘ 

Conco FREE STATE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne aoa is - 

OPHTHALMIA IN METROPOLITAN SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir 
William Anson, Oxford University) ... 

AssisTANT MATRONS IN IRISH PRISONS.—Question, Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas an inn 


Avupit or Irish Pusiic AccouNTs.—Questions, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Elliot, Durham) ... 


Topacco GROWING IN [RELAND.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


SALARIES OF [IRISH MEDICAL OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, 
Ossory); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. ‘Wyndham, Dover) 


MARYBOROUGH PRISON STAFF.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRisH DiIspENSARY APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ pie s bs 
MArYBoROUGH Prison—CuHter WaArDER WALSH.—Question, Mr. Delany ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sis ae ne me vee a 
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ford, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ee my ee ... 809 
T.ABOURERS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 809 
‘TENANT PURCHASER, Mr. 8S. GILLMOR.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd ; Answer, The 
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and Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson Ss .-. 610 
WEXFORD TRAIN SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, S.); Answer, ' 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 
Glasgow, Blackfriars) ... ites ae Sai ai mt ae ne Wa 
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BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. Lough ; 

Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour... Bet os ae aie wes os 812 
EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BiLt.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 

Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ve sles ‘bh ad ia O44 
PRIVATE MEMBERS BILLs.—Questions, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, F.) ; 

Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour... es eae i ar ee ue Jed 
3USINESS OF THE Hovusk.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 

Burghs) and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour _... os (ORS 
Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 4 :— 
Mr, Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 0... oneness BG 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 28, after the word ‘ purchase’ to insert the words 
‘by any County or District Council, or.’ ” —( Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr I} yndham, Dover) ie sus ORO 
Mr. ( “9 (Dublin ¢ —? N.) . baa ‘ yt Ber x0 OE 
Mr. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ee ae bs ay i a Ome 
Mr. . Zyndham , sh as Sch Zhe ae ... Gao 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N. W.) ne : ae dns ion ee 
Mr. Tully... ed a i boi ae --. 822 


Question put and re 


Mr, O'Shee (Waterford, W.) ae ve ee - pes .. 832 
Amehdment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 30, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words, ‘for 
the purpose of providing allotments of land for labourers as defined by 
~ Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, as amended by this Act, 

(Mr, O’Shee.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

The Attorney General for Ireland, (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) «-. 827 
Mr. Williom Redmond (Clare, walt Ase an ne oe ..» 827 
Mr. Wyndham ais ae tan eis er ... 828 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) . ie ade re - x 829 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... Ss isu at si aa One 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, | oo ae ‘at ee a a One 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) ... oe ts Bi: ie ra ... 830 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) ... ae ai AS 63 «« 830 
Mr. Wyndham _... bas — Be = cx 8380 
Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell (Kerry, W. 4 se Bs, ne ce co BOR 
Mr. Delany ((Queen’s County, esstinad ie i oF sik - 83] 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) rn sis ee » 683 
Mr. William Redmond _... dia one tad as om oe Gan 
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Mr. Murphy sateen Bd +s = ne ee ee eal ... 833 
Mr. O’Shee .. at es ms a me zs .. 833 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ian sh mn er ..« 833 
Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 3, line 32, after the word ‘of’ to insert the words 
* game, fish.’ ”- -(Sir John ( ‘olomb. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words he there inserted.” 


Mr. Wyndham — ad a5 ain nae sats ... 834 
Sir Robert Fitz gerald (¢ ‘tambridge) sisie ee shee si ia) Gan 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 





Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spaulding)... i ‘on sins .. BBS 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 36, after ‘the word ‘ makes,’ to insert the words 
‘or not less than two-thirds of the tenants of an estate make.’ ”—(J/r. 
Mansfield.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... eo ss sie ive ies ets .. §=835 
Mr. Atkinson wae aor ses eee sale eine — ..- 836 
Mr. Tully... ‘ = ~ pe om sua = .. 836 
Mr. John Reduend exe ee ss a aie sah ae ee 
Question put and negatived. 
Mr. Tully ... “ae - se — . 837 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 38, after the third word ‘the’ to inserts the 
word ‘compulsory.’ ”—( Mr. Tully.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘compulsory’ be there inserted.” 
Mr. T. M. Healy... sof Be. Jo ee = ve i 
Question put and negatived. 


Yr. Dillon ... hea ve sas ia ee és io << S28 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 40, after the word ‘ inquiry ’ to insert the words 

‘as to the prices which tenants are prepared to pay for their holdings, 

and such other matters as they deem necessary. ”—(JMr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words he there inserted.” 

Mr. Wyndham... ‘a iss aie Ae ar sii xo, 38 

Mr. Dillon ... wate wis aie ‘es wn Jn — ... 839 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Butcher ( York) ah oe a is Kiki ses «<« 6a9 
Mr. Wyndham... pie os “ oe _ in an 
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“In page 3, line 40, to leave out from the word ‘estate’ to end 
of sub-section, and insert the words ‘and in estimating the price shall 
have regard to the foregoing provisions of this Act in respect of 
advances.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Dillon ... 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 2, to leave out from the word ‘ foregoing’ to the end and 
to insert the words ‘ price which the tenants on the estates are willing 
to give for their holdings.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Amendment.” 


Mr. Windham 
Mr. T. M. Healy ‘ 
Mr. T. W. Russell ... 

Mr. John Redmond me 
Mr. Wyndham ae — se = 
Mr. T. P. (Connor (Liverpool, Scotlan-1) 
Mr. Wyndham 


Amendment to the Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


) Amendment proposed 
“In page 4, line 3, after the word ‘thereof’ to insert the words 
‘ ‘or in addition to.’ ”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


4)uestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. i “yndham ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. William 0 Brien (Corl) 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 4, line 18, at the end to insert the words ‘(4) Where 
; the Estates Commissioners purchase an estate under the provisions 
of this Act, or where the landlord is selling his estate to the tenants or 
former tenants thereof under the Land Purchase Acts, and there are 
upon such estate tenants in occupation of holdings from which other 
tenants were evicted within twenty-five years before the passing of 
this Act, it shall be lawful for the said Estates Commissioners to 
arrange for the surrender to them or to the landlord, as the case may 
be, of such holdings by the tenants in occupation thereof, on such 
terms as may be agreed upon, including the transfer of such tenants 
to other holdings or the payment of such sums of money as compensa- 
tion for such surrenders as they may think fit, not exceeding in any 
one case twice the amount of the annual rent payable by each such 
8 j tenant. And, upon such surrender as aforestid being made, it shall 
y be lawful for the said Estates Commissioners to reinstate in their 
| holdings the former tenants thereof, and thereupon such former 
tenants so reinstated shall have the same rights under the Land 
9 Purchase Acts as they would have had if they had never been evicted 

l from such holdings.’ ”—( Vr. William O Brien.) 


f 2 


Page 


841 


R43 
s45 
s44 
844 
B48 
845 
846 


847 


847 





Ixxxiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 29.] Page 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ... , ee s .. S51 
Mr. John Redmond as dbs siti $4 pe 3 <a «| Se 
Sir John Colomb— ... di — ais ae ase ave ... &54 
Mr. Wyndham _.... -s zis ee ad ee ee <3. * 86 
Mr. 7. M. Healy a con ae -s bic ie ... 860 
Mr. T. W. Russell pa sits — a ees ee cc a 
Mr. Dillon ous a es PAY rt = ... 862 
Mr. John Redmond ni ao _ sta te = ... S865 
Mr. Herbert Rohertson (Hackney, S.) es Agu wile ” «. 866 
Mr. William Redinond ie * sass te see ig soe Ge 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ... ty oot sid Pa = SOR 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 5 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 18, at the end, to insert the words (4) ‘ Where 
the Estates Commissioners purchase an estate under the provisions of 
this Act, or where the landlord is selling his estate to the tenants or 
former tenants thereof under the Land Purchase Acts, and there are 
upon such estate tenants in occupation of holdings from which othe: 
tenants were evicted within twenty-five years before the passing of this 
Act, it shall be lawful for the said Estate Commissioners to arrange for 
the surrender to them or to the landlord, as the case may be, of such 
holdings by the tenants in occupation thereof, on such terms as may 
be agreed upon, including the transfer of such tenants to other hold- 
ings or the payment of such sums of money as compensation for such 
surrenders as they may think fit, not exceeding in any one case twice 
the amount of annual rent payable by each such tenant. And, upon 
such surrender as aforesaid being made, it shall be lawful for the said 
Estates Commissioners to reinstate in their holdings the former tenants 
thereof, and thereupon such former tenants so reinstated shall have 
the same rights under the Land Purchase Acts as they would have had 
if they had never been evicted from such holdings.’ ”—( Mr. William 
O Brien.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Flynn ... we is wl — oae ne sli .. =869 
Mr. Witham O Brien os ee ae sae ve aie se ee 
Mr. Wyndham ie ; ets ee is ca ... 870 
Mr. William O Brien me ass ee oi i ae .«« 840 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Dillon e aes oP he i sii oa .o«. Oak 
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Amendment proposed — 
“In page 4, line 19, to leave out Sub-section (4).”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 

of the clause.” 

Mr. Wyndham ee ve ao8 ae nae eee) ee cn ee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Tully oii ina ees ade ve nee “et Poe aa. ee 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 23, at end, to insert the words ‘and the Lord 
Lieutenant shall, where it is necessary for the preservation of the peace, 
dispense with the conditions as to voluntary sale, and direct the pro- 
visions of the Land Clauses Act as shall apply to the purchase of an 
estate by the Land Commission and the resale to the tenants where it 
can be effected without prospect of loss.’”—(Vr. Tully.) 
{Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Wyndham re os sae one be oe bee sg | REO 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Dillon ... ae aa ee 4 sin sas ; cw “BIS 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 29, to leave out from the word ‘case’ to end of 
line 30.°-—(WUr. Wyndham.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Tully ‘ae cee apa ~— — ove oa sch eos &4) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 34, to leave out the words ‘an estate,’ and to 
insert the words ‘any estate in the province of Connauglit, and 
counties of Donegal, Clare, Kerry, and Cork.’ °—(JMJr. Tully.) 


{Juestion proposed, * That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham a ies wat . =r nee ae <a OES 
Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Murphy _ sea i bee - pi oe x OM 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 38, at end, to insert the words ‘or part of an 
estate situated in a congested districts county.’ ” 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Wyndham ar oa aye es ie a st > eae 
Ur. Dillon ... oe ss =e “ee si re ve a, BIS 
Mr. Thomas O Donnell er a ane oe — =. 838 
Mr. Wyndham is sai Bia es ai cae ae sos ae 
Mr. Murphy ns es ve pale ee be me ‘ne See 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Dillon ... sui ‘az Poe dei sa 2 ne ile!) RS 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 34, to leave out from the second word ‘estate’ 
to the second word ‘of’ in line 35, and to insert the words ‘ whether 
situated in a congested districts county or not, a substantial part.’ ”— 
(Vr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Willian O Brien o wes guts sos de rie cua’ (OE 
Mr. Wyndham .. sks es - ons ia is .. 878 
Mr. Dillon ... aaa ies _ So Zs <2 A: ... 879 
Mr. Wyndham 65 sie ns ie sp oe aes . 880 
Mr. 7. IW. Russell ... ali is des me asa cel ... &80 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) es tie ad i ee ob 88] 
Mr. William Redmond Bes sit ae ao ae li ... 882 
Mr. Wyndhun = iii cae niin wad aes des ... 882 
Mr. Tully... wi site ~ - i wv m 883 
Mr. Atkinson — oe abs a ea ae _ a. Oe 
Mr. 7. 2. O Connor - ok — - ee 2 a. 
Mr. Dillon uae ree ane —— ae Jae bee ... 884 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 4, line 35, to leave out the word ‘half,’ and insert the 
words ‘ one-tourth.’ ”—(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘half’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham ate oes ie bes oo ish Por ... 884 
Mr. 7. M. Healy... hes _ ae in coe ia ... 885 
Mr, Tully... a6 io _ wks aha a Sad ... 885 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Wyndham eee eee ee oes oes eee eee ... 885 


Amendment proposed- 
“In page 4, line 36, to leave out the words ‘ten acres in area 
and.’ ”—( Mr. IVyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, lines 36 and 37, to leave out the words ‘or of 
mountain or bog land.’”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of + 
the clause.” 


ir. Wyndham _ ic sae Ses ae — — as, Coe 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, Mid) ae ia ee “ .. =886 


Amendment proposed— : 


“In page 4, line 38, at end, to add the words ‘ or an estate in any 
rural district in which it shall be certified by a chairman of a Rural 
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District Council that labourers, as defined in the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896, as amended by this Act, are without suitable 
homes and allotments.’ ”—(Mr. Sheehun.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Wyndham Sok re bee se nee his ies ... 886 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 4, line 38, at end, to add the words ‘(7) Where the 
Estates Commissioners, in exercise of the powers vested in them by 
this Act, sell tc a labourer a holding or a parcel of land situated in a 
rural district which comprises a congested estate as defined by this 
section, it shall be lawful for them to treat said labourer in all respects 
: as if he had been residing in a congested districts county, and they 
| shall have all the powers to improve the said holding and assist said 
) labourers that are possessed by the Congested Districts Board for 
aiding migrants in a congested districts county under the provisions 
of the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts as amended by this 
Act.’ —(Captain Donelan.) 


SS 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 : 
Mr. Butcher rr ae bee ae ca aaa sii cn Bow 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 2, after the figures 1858, to insert the words ‘and 
to which the provisions of Section 40 of the Act of 1896 apply.’”— 
(Mr. Butcher.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. T. M. Healy... ae es ra io vot és ... 888 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Dillon ee <e ies sb sia ae wa ssa (OD 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 5, line 3, leave out the word ‘may,’ and insert the word 
* shall.’ "—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ may’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. T. W. Russell ... debe — xe bp a a in ES 
Mr. Atkinson aie as roe ae re a9 ae ce OOO 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Dillon... a ae ore ae ree acd ed ... 889 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 12, after the word ‘loss,’ to insert the words 

‘and after giving all parties interested an opportunity of being heard, 
fix the price at which, in their opinion, the estate or part thereot should 
be sold to the tenant in occupation thereof discharged of all superior or 
intervening interests, and shall accordingly.’ ”—(Vr. Dillon.) 

(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr, Atkinson 
Mr. Z. M. Healy 
Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. Dillon... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 6 agreed to. 

Clauses 7 and & agreed to. 

Clause 9 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 38, to leave out all words from ‘ pastoral ’ to 
end of clause.”°—(Vr. WV yndham.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 10 agreed to. 
Clause 11. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Post Office Sites (Recommitted) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 6 :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... 


The Postmaster-General (Mr, Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, £.) 


Bill reported without Amendment. 
SuppLy [257TH JUNE}. 
Resolution reported, 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4.—C Lass II. 

“That a sum, not exceeding £96,499, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of His Majesty’s Secretary 
of State for the Home Department and Subordinate Offices.” 

Resolution agreed to. 


Adjourned at eight minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, JUNE 30th, 1903. 


Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 


i 
2. 
FM 
4, 
5. 
6. 
8. 
9. 
10. 


eT ee ee ee 
OU te 


Finance. 

Naval Forces. 

3erwickshire County Town. 

Coal Mines (Certificates). 

Land Drainage Provisional Order. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1). 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2). 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3). 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6). 
Lanarkshire and Ayrshire Railway Order Confirmation. 
Dundee Royal Lunatic Asylum Orders Confirmation. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 1). 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 6). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8). 

Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of the Working 
Classes. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas). 


. St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad Sacra Edinburgh Order Con- 


firmation. 
Naval Works Provisional Order. 
Pier and Harbour Order (No. 1). 


. Grangemouth Water Order Confirmation. 


Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order Confirmation. 
Forth Navigation Order Confirmation. 


3. Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation. 


Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, Slaughter-houses, etc.) Order Con- 
tirmation. ; 

North British Railway (General Powers) Order Confirmation. 

Western Trust. 


. Great Western Railway (Pension Fund). 


Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley Area). 


- Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage. 
. Great Northern and City Railway. 


Maidstone Gas. 


2. Stoke Newington Borough Council. 
3. North Middlesex Gas. 


Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 
Faversham Gas. 

North’s Navigation Colleries. 

Life Association of Scotland. 

Pelican and British Empire Life Office. 
Lima Railways. 


. Exeter Railway. 
. All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition) 


London Hydraulic Power. 


. Sutton District Water. 
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54. Bridgwater Gas. 

55, East Ardsley Gas. 

56. Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas. 
57. Searborough Gas. 

58, Sittingbourne District Gas. 

59. South Wales Mineral Railway. 

60. Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power. 
61. Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Telegraph Works Company. 
62. Milford Docks 

63. Market Drayton Gas. 

64. Wellington (Salop) Gas. 

65. Knot End Railway (Extension of Time). 
66. Winchester Water and Gas. 

67. Midland Railway, 

68. Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal. 
69. Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 

. Wirral Railway. 

. Rickmansworth Gas. 

. Harrogate Water. 

. Gorleston and Southtown Gas. 

. Belfast Water. 

. Shepshed Urban District Gas. 

. Gas Light and Coke Company. 

. Commercial Gas. , 

. Great Eastern Railway 


Ole Who = © 


“1S 


TT 7 7 TT 1 


ar 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies 


ill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Kinnaird 
he proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Lord Kilmaine ; read, and agreed to ... 


The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 


Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with : Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways. 


Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills: Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 17). 


And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with: Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2); Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3); Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4); Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 6). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect 
of the Petition for a Bill by the North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Company ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to introduce 
the Bill. 

That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Petition 
for a Bill by the Alexandra Park Trustees ought to be dispensed with. 


Read, and agreed to 
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North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill [1.L.].—Presented 
(pursuant to leave given this day); read 1*, and referred to the 
Examiners 


Hyde Corporation Bill ; Cheshire Lines Committee Bill ; Scottish Ontario 
and Manitoba Land Committee Bill ({H.L.] ; Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and East aaa Electric Power Bill [H.L.].—Reported, with 
Amendments Ane Abs ti aes oat tbs ae 


Lanarkshire and nn nay Bill. iene without 
Amendment sas ~ , ia ait a5 


Watford and Edgware Railway Bill.—Keport from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto; read and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 16th instant and 
Tuesday last discharged, and Bill committed 


Romford and District salniatidt Bill.—A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee at nee ae nee ae 


Crystal Palace District Gas Bill —-A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee ne es ale ree —_ as 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill; South 
Shields Corporation Bill. Moved, That the order made on the 16th day of 
March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2*; agreed to; Bills read 2* accord- 
ing sly, and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection . se bids i 


Lochnell Estate Bill [H.L.|; Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tramways Bill 
[H.L.], now Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Manchester 
Corporation Bill [H.L.]; West Bromwich Corporation Bill [H.1.]. Read 3°, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons aie a ons se om 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways Bill——Brought from the Com- 


mons ; read 1*, and referred to the Examiners 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, &c.) 
Bill | H.L. |.—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment 


Southampton Harbour Bill [H.L.].—-Returned from the Commons agreet 
to, with Amendments ; The said Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the 
Working eee Bill.—Returnea from che Commons, with the 
Amendment agreed to . A ~~ ee 


Irvine and District Water Board Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.|.—A 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order relating to Irvine and District Water 
Board was presented by the Lord Balfour (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 8 and pane read 1"; and to be 
printed. (No. 148.) re sae ie 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Moved, That the 
order made on the 16th day of March last, “That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House ‘of Commons shall be read a 
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second time after Thursday the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next ' 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order); Amendments made; Standing Committee 
negatived ; Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order); Amendments made; Standing Committee 
negatived ; Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—House in 
Committee (according to Order); Bill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next 


Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western Railways 
(Steam Vessels) Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Stanmore be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Lord Stewart of Garlies (£. 
Galloway) ; read, and agreed to 


Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill [H.1.]; Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.1.] ; Brighton Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Kilmaine be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee 
on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Belhaven and Stenton ; read, and 
agreed to 


Leigh Corporation Bill; Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill ; 
Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties Railways Bill; Mullingar, 
Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill ; Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway 
Bill ; London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Karl of Craven be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Kilmaine ; read, and agreed to 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill.— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Kenyon be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in 
the place of the Viscount Hutchinson (2. Venoughmore) ; read, and agreed 
to ‘ nae re 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill, (No. 151); Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, (No. 152). 
Brought from the Commons. Read 1,; to be printed; and referred to 
the Examiners ... oe ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL (ORANGE RivER CoLony).—-Papers relating to the Inter-Colonial 
Council South Africa Order in Council, 1903 sie ie 


CoLoNies (ANNUAL).—No. 338. Wei-Hai-Wei (Report for 1902). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 
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CERTIFIED [NEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (REGULATIONS FOR MANAGEMENT).— 
Amended regulations, made with the approval of the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, for the management and discipline of the Church 
Army Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey : 


Post Orrick (MONEY OrDERS, INLAND).—Statutory Rules and Orders, 1903. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING CoMMITTEE.—Report from the Committee of Selection for the 
Standing Committee that they have added the Viscount Hutchinson (£. 
Donoughmore) to the Standing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ri ss 


County Councils (Bills in Parliament) Bill.—Education (Borrowing) Bill.— 


Contracts (India Office) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read 3* on Thursday next ... 


Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill [11.L.|.—Reported from 
the Standing Committee with a further Amendment: the Report of the 


Amendments made in Committee of the Whole House, and by the Standing 
Committee, to be received on Thursday next... 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill [H.1..|.—Reported from the 
Standing Committee without further Amendment: the Report of the 
Amendments made in Committee of the Whole House to be received on 
Friday next 

Borough Funds Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee without 
further Amendment : the Report of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House to be received on Thursday next 


Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1" 
and to be printed. (No. 150.) 


Local Government (Transfer of Powers) Bill.—-Order of the day for the 
House going into Committee read. 


Lord Kenyon 
House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause | agreed to. 
Clause 2 omitted. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 149.) 


Guinea Postal Orders Bill.—{Seconp Reapinc}|—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Mayo ... 


_ Read 2" (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 30TH JUNE, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





A 
' 
CoMMISSION. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went, and, being returned— I 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills [See page 897] 906 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BiLts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 

CoMPLIED WITH).—MnRr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that in the case of the following 

3ill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 

the Standing Orders not prev iously inquired into and which are applicable 

thereto have been complied with, viz., Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [ Lord: ‘} 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time “es a ae .. 906 





PrivATE BiLts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
Not COMPLIED WITH).—MR. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into and which are 
applicable thereto have not been complied with, viz.— 





North Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill [Lords}.—Ordered, that 
the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders... 906 


Ipswich Gas Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to... os. 906 


King’s College, London, Bill [Lorps]. Read the third time, and passed 
without Amendment ... axe ok sae nn seal Se «<< 906 


Scunthorpe Urban District Water Bill des RDS]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments a _ sine +“ i we. 907 


Poole and — menenens sateen Bill [Lorps]}. Read a second time, 
and committed . es saa see ae can SOT 


Hove, Worthing, and District Sasenenaye am {Lorps] (by Order). Read a 
second time, and committed ... ae a a = SOT 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill.—Lords’ Amendment considered, and agreed to i. OO 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, &c.) Bill 
[Lorps]. Read the third time, and passed, with an Amendment ... 907 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. Read the third time, and passed 907 


Gas Orders eee - be -_ - ati Read a second time, and 
committed oe “a .. 907 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill {Lorps|. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed —... nd ahs ee | 
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STANDING OrnDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee : 


1. “That, in the case of the Chatham and District Light Railways Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Maryport Harbour Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, provided that Clauses 62 and 63 be struck out 
of the Bill: That the Committee on the Bill de report how far such Order 
has heen complied with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Salford Corporation Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill.” 


4. “ That, in the case of the Jewish Colonisation Assoziation Bill 
|Lords], Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 129 in the case of 
the Petition of Israel Zangwill against the Bill, the said Standing Order 
ought not to be dispensed with.” 


First three Resolutions agreed to 
Report to lie upon the Table ... ii 7 ire wae _ -- 907 


Salford Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Report {this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time ... pr : ‘ae wai si ... 908 


Chatham and District Light Railways Bill | Lorps] ; Report [this day] 


from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill to be read a second time ... me a on - ..» 908 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorbs. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to vest the estate of 
Lochnell, in the County of Argyll, in trustees for certain purposes, with 
power of sale and other powers.’ |Lochnell Estate Bill [Lords]. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Portsmouth Street 
Trammways Company to construct new tramways in the urban districts of 
Gosport and Alverstoke and of Fareham, in the county of Southampton ; 
to work such new tramways ; and to adapt the existing tramways of that 
Company in the urban district of Gosport and Alverstoke for working by 
electrical or other mechanical power ; and for other purposes.” [Gosport, 
Fareham and Cosham Tramways Bill [Lords], now “ Gosport and Fareham 
Tramways Bill [Lords].”} 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the city of Manchester with reference 
to tramways and streets and otherwise for the better local government and 
improvement of the city ; to extend the city ; and to make further provision 
with reference to the borrowing powers of the corporation ; and for other 
purposes.” | Manchester Corporation Bill { Lords]. | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, * An Act to repeal Section 17 of the West 
Bromwich Corporation Act, 1900, and Section 4 of the West Bromwich 
lmprovement Amendment Act, 1865, and to enact other provisions in lieu 
thereof ; and for other purposes.” West Bromwich Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
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Lochnell® Estate Bili {[Lorps]; Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill 
|Lords}; Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords|; West Bromwich Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Cuurcn DisciptinE BiLt.—Petition from Eastry, against; to lie upon the 
Table 


CoaL Mines REGULATION BiL_.—Petition from Outfield Colliery, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table 


L.ICENCES.—Petition from Aikton, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BiLL.— Petitions against : from the Scottish 
Temperance Legislation Board ; and Helsby ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING LAw (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petitions against : 
from the Scottish Temperance Legislation Board ; and Helsby ; to lie upon 
the Table 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTS AMENDMENT BILL. Petition from Cowdenbeath, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECkASED WIFE'S StsteR BILi.-—Petitions against : from 
Edinburgh ; Aikton ; and Wigton ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Pusiic Lipraries.—-Petition from Rochdale, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table i 


TRADE Disputes BILL.- Petition from Outfield Colliery, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (REGULATIONS).—Copy presented of Amended 
Regulations made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department for the management and discipline of the Church Army 
Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey {hy Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES.—Copy presented, of EKighty-first 
Report of the Commissioners, dated 30th June, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 232.]_ ... ae aie th ~ 


Puntic Works Loan Boarp.—Copy presented, of Twenty-eighth Annual 
Report (for 1902-3), with Ap — es [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. |No. 233.] ne < one jas on 


Ise OF MAN.—Account presented, of Revenue and Expenditure for the year 
ended 31st March, 1903, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 234.] ' 

Post OrricE (MONEY ORDERs).—-Copy presented, of the Postal Order (Inland) 
Regulations, 1903, dated 30th June, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Soutn Arrica.—Copy presented, of Papers relating to the Inter-Colonial 
Council, South Africa, Order in Council, 1903 [hy Command]; to lie upon 
the Table a it eae aa Sie sis ead ack eon 
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Mr. J. Chamberlain 


QUESTIONS AND AN 
Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 


(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


APPLICATION FOR VOLUNTARY RATES AT LivERPOOL.—Question, Mr Theodore 
VOL. CXXIV. 


SANITARY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WORKERS IN HERRING TRADE AT YARMOUTH.— 
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MAINTENANCE OF ROADS TO SHANKHILL CAMP. Bin gies Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Elliot ... . ne dais A 


Lonpon County Counctt By-LAw RELATING TO VEHICLES.—Question, 
Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas = 


INCREASE IN VIVISECTION.—Question, Sir John Rolleston snienbioniyi Answer, 
Mr. Akers Douglas oink one owe “ne 


Kine’s BirrupAy-—HoLipay For INSTRUMENT Room STAFF OF CENTRAL 
TELEGRAPH OFFICE. - Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : 


AMALGAMATION OF UNIONS, IRELAND.—Question, The Marquess of Hamilton 
(Londonderry) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


HoNnorARY RANK FOR LONG SERVICE VOLUNTEER QUARTERMASTERS.— Question, 
Col. Sadler (Middlesborough) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick si 


Lanp JupGe’s Court (ESTATES) RETURN.—Question, Mr. ew ncinsinil 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham me 


CLOTHING AND Foop sENT TO SourH AFRICA DuRING 1901-2.—Question, 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


TINNED MEATS DESTROYED AT PRETORIA.-—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick LIF oa ; an an 


Coat. ExporTeD FoR UsE or RoyaL Navy.——Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





Army RECRUITING.—Question, Mr. Guest (Plymouth); Answer, The Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) : 


WooLWICcH ARSENAL—REGULATIONS FOR MANUFACTURE OF EXPLOSIVES.— 
Question, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 


Permits TO RETURN TO PreToRIA—Dr. BeckKMAN.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


SowtH AFRICAN ScHOOLs—DutcH LANGUAGE QUESTION.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ae ay ne < 


CounciL oF MALTA, iecstbiaii Mr. Bowland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ‘ ee ne ie ~ bad eid : 


SrraAits SETTLEMENTS IMPpoRTS—AN EXPLANATION. a Mr. Seely 
(Lincoln) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ¥ t eo MS 


Income Tax ABATEMENT—Question, Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Elliot, 
Durham)... a , a a ae ses as aii is 


Report OF CoMMITTEE ON Import DUTIES. sisson Mr. Goddard vom ase ; 
Answer, Mr. Elliot 
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WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY FOR LIGHTSHIPS.—Question, Major Seely (Isle of 
Wight) ; Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, slackfriars) ... oa ee i as on Oe 


GABBETT EstaTE, County LIMERICK.—-Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; 
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Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the chair. ] 
Clause 11 : 


Mr. William O' Brien (Cork) et nee ive ne ae wee 901 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 20, at end, to add the words ‘(3) The powers 
conferred upon the Land Commission by Sub-section 1 of this Section 
shall extend to the repair and rebuilding of houses and out-offices upon 
holdings surrendered to them under the provisions of this Act, or 
the Estate Commissioners may, if they think fit, instead of exercising 
the said powers, make an advance to any such former tenant when 
reinstated in his holding for the purpose of repairing or rebuilding 
upon his holding, and for the restocking of the same, of such sum of 
money as they may deem necessary. For the purposes of this Sub- 
section the expression ‘ former tenant’ shall, in case said former tenant 
shall have died, include his heir or personal representative, or, if no 
representative shall have been raised to him, such person as may be 
nominated by the Estate Commissioners as his personal representative. 
(4) Such sums of money as may from time to time be required for the 
purposes of Sub-section 3 of this Section shall be advanced by the Land 
Commission on the demand of the Estates Commissioners out of the 
reserve fund. (5) In case any landlord shall sell directly, under the 
provisions of the Land Purchase Acts, to former tenants of holdings 
upon his estate, or shall reinstate former tenants in their holdings as 
tenants thereof, the powers conferred by this Section shall apply in the 
same manner as if the estate were vested in the Land Commission.’ ”— 
(Mr. William O’ Brien.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Butcher (York) a aid +2 Soe 
The Chief Secretary for Ive lend ( Mr. Wy yam, Dover) ree «a. 9e4 
Mr. William O Brien as F oe ... 936 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) — — bas és .. 936 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed-— 
‘In page 7, line 7, after the word ‘land’ to add the words ‘ or for 
. . >” 
the use or enjoyment thereof or generally for the purpose of this Act. 
—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, after line 20, to add the words ‘ Provided also that 
the powers mentioned in Section 1 of the said Act of 1901 shall not be 
exercised by the Land Commission unless the Commission certify to 
the Lord Lieutenant that those powers are necessary for the benefit or 
improvement of the congested estate.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 12 :— 
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Mr. Wyndham 


Amendment proposed— 


“i page 7, line 21, to leave out Sub-section 1, and insert the 
words (1) ‘ Where at the time of the sale of any land to the Land 
Commission or to tenants or others the vendor has, subject to the pro- 
visions of the Ground Game Act, 1880, the exclusive sporting rights, 
those rights may be expressly reserved by him. (2) Where such 
sporting rights are not expressly reserved the sporting rights shall 
vest in the Land Commission. (3) Where any sporting rights become 
vested in the Land Commission, those rights may be disposed of by 
them as they think expedient, having due regard to the interests of 
the purchasers of the land. (4) The expression ‘sporting rights’ 
includes any right of hunting, shooting, fishing, and taking game or 
fish on any land.’” . Wyndham.) 





(Question proposed, ‘ That Sub-section 1 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) és 

Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... 

The Attorney-General ¥ Ireland ( Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N. ) 
Mr, Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) se : ‘ 

Mr. Butcher 

Mr. William Redmond (C lave, B) 

Mr. Wyndham me 

Major Jameson (Clare, W ) 

Col. Saunderson (Armagh, .V.) 

Mr. 7. W. Russell en S.) 

Mr. Atkinson , ‘ 

Mr. T. M. Healy ' 

Mr. J. Nolan (Louth, S. Y 

Mr. Wood (Down, BE.) ... 

Mr. Wyndham _.... 

Mr. John Redmond (MW aterfrd) « 

Sir John Colomb .. 

Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8 ‘) 

The Solicitor: Coneul for Ireland a Mr. James es Complel, Dublin University) 
Mr. Dillon .. ; ; 
Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, S.). 

Mr. Wyndham... 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... 

Mr. Wyndham 

Mr. John Redmond 

The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, ‘Dublin U niversity) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 7, line 21, to leave out Sub-section 1, and insert the 
words ‘ Where at the time of sale of any land to the Land Commission 
or to tenants or others, the vendor has, subject to the provisions of 
the Ground Game Act, 1880, the exclusive sporting rights, those rights 
may, by agreement between the landlord and the tenant, be either 
conveyed to the tenant or reserved to the landlord.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“ The expression ‘ sporting rights ° includes any right of hunting, 
shooting, fishing, and taking game or fish on any land.”—(JJr. 
Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Butcher sis wae ose 968 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 25, to leave out Sub-section 2, and insert the 
words (1) ‘ “ mining rights ’ * shall mean all rights of mining, and taking 
minerals, and of digging and searching for “ninerals, and of opening 
quarries, or beds of stone, limestone, sand, marl, gravel, or clay, and 
taking materals therefrom, and of raising timber from under the 
ground, and all rights to and in respect of mining rents and royalties ; 
and the words “ water rights” shall mean all rights of or to wacer 
power. (2.) Ona sale under the Lands Purchase Acts of an estate, 
whether to the Land Commission or otherwise, the owner of the 
estate or any other person or corporation entitled to any mining 
rights or water rights shall, in the absence of express agreement to 
the contrary, by such owner , person, or corporation, be entitled to 
and shall retain and exercise or dispose of as he or they shall think fit 
all such mining rights and water rights. (3.) On any such sale as 
aforesaid, notwithstanding that any mining rights and water rights 
are retained by or reserved to the owner of the estate, such sale 
shall be deemed to be a sale of an estate within the meaning of the 
Land Purchase Acts, and advances shall be made accordingly. (4.) 

The Land Commission may purchase from the owner of an estate, or 
from any person or corporation, at such price as may be agreed on, 
any mining rights or water rights, and such sale shall be deemed to 
be a sale within the meaning of the Land Purchase Acts, and advances 
shall be made accordingly. (5.) Where any mining rights or water 
rights become vested in the Land Commission such rights, or any of 
them, shall be disposed of by them in manner hereafter to be provided 
by Parliament.” —(Mr. Butcher.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 2 stand part of the Clause.” 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ate a a a st re ... 969 
Colenel Saunderson es ve wie Baz ws aoe x SO 
Mr. T. W. Russell sf ve dies sa is i 33 
Mr. Atkinson ia a we es hi ‘a 1 Wa 
Mr. Claney (Dublin Co. N.) ve na _ med dea son Oe 
Mr. John Redmond oe ee on on er _ soe Se 
Mr. Butcher ais se wn ats ee ies ees ... 973 
Mr. Wyndham _... ibe ais be as a sx, Sao 
Mr. Power (Waterford E )- rae hers oss a cee . O84 
Mr, O' Doherty Saas 4 N. ") she bi = ind i ic, Oe 
Mr. W yndham 975 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 36, at end, to insert the words ‘or (c) to any 

stone, gravel, sand, or clay.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Fitzgerald ne ma , in = -. 976 
Mr. Atkinson ve si en ~ bes ts os: oa 
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Mr. Wyndham... sion — oe whe sie ink .. 9796 
Mr. 7. M. Healy ... as iss sea os a mee so, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 8, line 3, at end, to add the words ‘ (4) Provided always 
that nothing in this Act shall affect any lease or agreement demising 
or dealing with any of the rights mentioned in this section.’ ”—(Mr. 
Butcher.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 12, as amended, agreed to. 


Mr. Clancy... a es G em nee te ae an 


“I 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 7, after the word ‘ Board,’ to insert the words 
‘or being otherwise sold under the provision of the Land Purchase 
Acts as amended by this Act.’”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Atkinson ae mee pee one sibs are ... 978 
Mr. Clancy... iss ae dats tia aie ror plata «oa SIS 
Mr. Wyndham ooo 978 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 8, line 8, at end, to insert the words ‘ Provided that 
when the person in such exclusive occupation shall have been paying 
a higher proportionate rent than that paid by the owner of the inter- 
vening interest to the owner of the estate such higher rent shall be 
assumed to be the rent in respect of which an advance may be made in 
estimating the price of the estate under the provisions of Section 5.’” 


—(Mr. Butcher.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ime des ae ror ta side - 


Amendment proposed — 


In page 8, line 30, to leave out the words ‘ foregoing provisions 
of this Act.’ and insert the words, ‘Land Law Acts and this Act. ’”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Atkinson eae Se ses bs ate me oe ... 980 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Edward Mitchell (Fermanagh, N.)_ ... i ie es ... 980 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 35, to leave out Sub-section (5).”—(AJr. 
Edward Mitchell.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 5 stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. T. W. Russell... mr aie as es be cu --- 961 
Mr, Atkinson eae Bae as a Per pees ey aa SON 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 13 agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 
Mr. Wyndham is a4 ies ies ix Sie ia coc, OO 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, line 5, at end, to insert the words ‘(/) to any sporting 


rights reserved by the vendor ; (¢) to any maintenance charge under 
the Public Works Act ; and.’”—(Mr. Vyndham.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... “a dae roe - is es 0 982 
Sir John Colomb ... ony sel ade ita ies et swe ee 
Sir Edward Carson “id ras ica ea waa ins oe oe 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, NV.) ons oa “ son dons ... 983 


Amendment proposed — 
“Tn page 9, line 19, after the word ‘ notices, to insert the words 
‘on all incumbrancers and on such other persons.’ ”—(Mr. Sharpe.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Atkinson és me i - _ eo wate - 983 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 15. 


And, it being half-past seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 15 :— 
Mr. Butcher oe ee ate =a ve Sas as ... 984 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, line 30, after the word ‘person,’ to insert the words 
‘not being a mortgagee and not being a tenant for life, or a person 
having the powers of a tenant for life who is a bankrupt, or whose 


estate or interest in the land has been assigned or parted with.’ ”— 
(Mr. Butcher.) 





Sete 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. ev 


June 30.) Page 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Wyndham... we ie inte a Kan ee .. 985 

Mr. Butcher - 305 es ise Aes ee nes «2 985 

Mr. Claney ane oe we er iota re Sha ... 986 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Butcher ‘iia ses bie ve 33 re Deke «. 986 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 9, line 31, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words ‘is 
registered under The Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
as amended by this Act, as owner of an estate sufficient to constitute 
him a person having power to sell under the Land Purchase Acts, 
or.’”—( Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Wyndham se one ale sia Sims na een mn aoe 
Mr. Hemphill ala a mF 4 aa Sis ie cos «= 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, line 35, to leave out the words ‘has been by himself 
or his,’ and insert the words ‘ or his immediate predecessor in title has 
been personally or by an.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, lines 31 and 32, to leave out the words ‘claims in 
respect of an interest which is sufficient to constitute him,’ and insert 
the words ‘ gives prima fucie evidence that he is.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, line 35, to leave out the words ‘ora receiver. — 
(Mr. H. Robertson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, line 37, after the word ‘fit,’ to insert the words 
‘subject to such conditions with respect to advertisements and notices 
as may be prescribed.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘“‘In page 9, line 39, at end, to insert the words ‘Provided that 
an owner who has not for six years immediately preceding been in 
receipt of any portion of the rents or profits of the land (other than 
the demesne, and whether or not he be under an occupation rent for 
such demesne) shall not without the consent of his incumbrancers be at 
liberty to sell any land under the Land Purchase Acts. (2) A 
mortgagee in possession with power of sale, or a mortgagee who has 
been by himself or through a receiver in exclusive receipt of the rents 
or profits of an estate for a period of not less than six years imme- 
diately preceding, shall, for the purposes of the Land Purchase Acts, 
be deemed to be a landlord.’”—(Mr. Sharpe). 
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Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted,” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
On Clause 16 :— 
Mr. Butcher 7 ed ass Sai me ch ‘es 989 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 10, at end, to insert the words ‘(2) The value 
of such arrears of rent, if not agreed upon between the vendor and 
the Land Commission, shall be fixed by the Judicial Commissioner, and 
shall be paid by the Land Commission to the vendor over and above 
the purchase-money of the lands. Payment of the value of such 
arrears of rent shall be made immediately on the completion of the 
purchase agreement to the person who would have been entitled to 
receive the same.’ ”°—(Mr. Butcher.). 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Wyndham ifs wd oe — eH. es bes ... 989 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Butcher ms a aes yuk aly ak Ras a+ ‘SOR 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, lines 14 and 15, to leave out ‘ Land Commission,’ and 
insert ‘ Judicial Commissioner.’ ”»—(.Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham —... _ is Pee ws a ie sve OBZ 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 16 agreed to. 
Clause 17 :- 

Mr. 7. W. Russell ii —e ada - is be sos- O82 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 33, to leave out from the word ‘holdings,’ to 
end of clause, and insert the words ‘ The Estates Commissioners may, 
if, having regard to the circumstances of the case, they think it 
expedient, order that the remaining tenants, or any of them, shall be 
deemed to have accepted the offers made to them, and the Land 
Purchase Acts shall apply accordingly. Provided that the Com- 
missioners before making such order shall consider any objection 
thereto, or modification therein, made or suggested by such tenants, 
and may alter or modify the terms at which such tenants, or any of 
them, shall be deemed to have purchased as may be considered 
equitable,’ ”—(Mr. 7. W. Russell.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham rae a ae a Be ere ao .. 993 
Mr. Dillon... abs a a wate ree as eae .. 995 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 3 ny ae x a ney ... 995 
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Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) 
Mr. John Redmond 
Col. Saunderson 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 
Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. Dillon ... aes 
Mr. T. W. Russell... 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“To omit lines 7 to 10.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment to proposed Amendment agreed to, 
Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 10, line 38, at end, to insert the words ‘ where the 
tenant could have obtained an advance of the entire purchase-money, 
and the Land Commission had offered in the prescribed manner to 
make the advance.’ ”—(Vr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


p Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 17, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 18 :— 


Mr. Clancy 
Mr. Atkinson 


Clause 18 agreed to. 
Clause 19 : 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 11, line 25, to leave out the word ‘ vesting,’ and insert 
the word ‘ sale.’”—(Mr. Edward Mitchell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 11, line 30, to leave out the word ‘may,’ and insert 
the word ‘shall.’ ”—(Mr. Edward Mitchell.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘may’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Atkinson 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 11, line 31, after the word ‘aforesaid,’ to insert the 
words ‘and on any estate purchased by the Land Commission when 
the only bog available is in possession of the landlord. It shall be 
necessary for the landlord prior to sale to dispose of the whole or as 
much as may be necessary of the bog to the Land Commission for the 
use of the tenants, at such price as in case of dispute may be considered 
fair by a Land Commission inspector.’ ”—(Dr. Thompson.) 


Mr. 7. M. Healy ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ... 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 11, line 32, after the word ‘ cutting ’ to insert the words 
‘or making.’ °—(Mr. J. P. Farrell.) 


Amendment agreed to, 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... oe its ~ ats bd 7 ... 1004 
Mr. Atkinson ae oie a ne a ai M4 ... 1004 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 11, line 34, after the word ‘turf’ to insert the words 
‘and pasturage.’”—(Mr. 7. MM. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 19, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 20 :— 
Mr. Hemphill eee si ane ‘i bid i doit ... 1004 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 12, line 3, after the word ‘may’ to insert the words 
‘with the consent of all the proprietors and tenants affected thereby. ’” 


—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Atkinson a es _ aa oy ie ... 1005 
Mr. Gordon (Londonder ry, 8) oe 7 ini sede ids ... 1005 
Mr. Atkinson oa sé ih = ~~ ~ ... 1006 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 12, line 3, after the word ‘may’ to insert the words ‘at 
the request of the parties interested.”—(Mr. Atkinson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 3, after the words ‘think fit’ to insert the 
words ‘for the carrying out of such purpose.’ ” , Hemphill.) 





Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Atkinson _ _ oe rr wesla ne ie ..» 1006 
Mr. Hemphill _ oie - bee she wee “ake .-. 1006 
Mr. O’ Doherty wes ie er 3 da a3 3 «+. 3007 
Mr. Wood . ne ye sus in ... 1007 
Mr. William Moore (. 4ntrim, N. i, ani ve is we .-- 1008 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 21. 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 12, to leave out the word ‘may ’ and insert the 
words ‘shall on the application of any person interested.’”—(JMr. 
Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 13, at end, to insert the words ‘unless in the 
opinion of the Estates Commissioners the application is frivolous.’ ”— 
(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Ur. Dillon... 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 14, to leave out the words ‘one of.’”—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘one of’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. John Redmond 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 
Mr. Wyndham 

Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Wyndham 


Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, Ist JULY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London and North Western Railway Bill i enone amended], 


considered ; to be read the third time 


Strabane and Letterkenny ceerittedae Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time aa wa A 


Bristol Corporation Bill {Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed 


Maryport Harbour Bill {Lorps].—Report [30th June] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time ... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Kingston- upon- -Hull Corporation Bill; Aston Manor Improvement Bill 
Hands Nantwich Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; reported, with 
Amendments, from the Police and Sanitary Committee. 


Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL AND LICENSING Law (COMPENSATION 
FoR Non-RENEWAL) BiLL.—Petition from Natit saaipitids to lie upon 
the Table mee : Ay : 
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LicENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiL_ui.—Petition from 
Glasgow, against; to lie upon the Table __... mae we as .- 1017 





PREVENTION OF CorrUPTION BILu.-—Petition from Walsden, in favour ; to lie 
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Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 21 :— 


Amendment proposec- 


“In page 12, line 14, to leave out the words ‘one of.’”—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘ one of ’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 5s ... 1036 
Mr. Dillon(Mayo, E.) as “a ve i" mm ... 1038 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 'S) s site joni ae ae ..» 1038 
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Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal a ios oe me ne .. 1051 
Mr. Wyndham _... a ‘il ae “a i ..- 1053 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ya ris = ve “ ... 1054 
Mr, Gibson Boule (Lynn Regis) a an ots pa a --- 1054 
Mr. John "Redmond os a aed rat oe res ..» 1056 
Mr. Wyndham _.... ane es rn ek “a -» 1056 
Mr. Blake (Longford, S 7’ og ae ~ 5.53 ia .-- 1056 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... bid vor _ sa a a a 
Mr, Dillon... _ ee ‘ oe si das =e .-» 1053 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 30, at end, toinsert the words ‘ Any member of 
the Land Commission who has been nominated or appointed as an 
Kstates Commissioner shall not be entitled to be a member of the 
Congested Districts Board as the member of the Land Commission to 
represent forestry and agriculture.’ ”—(Mr. T. V7. Russell.) 


Mr. Wyndham 25 =e We ea se Bt wae --- 1058 
Mr. 7. W. Russell ... nae iss ree Ass ae Die ... 1058 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Butcher (York). 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 12, lines 32 and 33, to leave out the words ‘ shall be 
under the control of the Lord Lieutenant.’ ”—( Wr. Butcher.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham os jad fon ia be eg oF ... 1059 
Mr. 7. .M. Healy... aa es _ 8 Ate esa ... 105% 
Sir John Colombh ... “ ae se Per ay sé ... 1060 
Mr. Butcher = ei oe — =B- at ee ... 1066 
Mr. Blake ... 22 i dia hla a oe —- ... 1060 
Mr. Wyndham ae a a 7 ei at _ ... 106] 
Mr. T. M, Healy ... ee oe ue a wee a sss 2062 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 12, line 32, after the word ‘the’ to insert the word 
‘ general.’ ”—( Mr. ’ Butcher. ) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 12, line 34, to omit the worl ‘general,””—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Butcher hoff f “es ue ae ha ih ... 1062 
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Amendment proposed— . 
“Tn page 12, line 54, at end, to insert the words ‘and such 
regulations shall be deemed to be statutory rules within the meaning 
of the Rules Publication Act, 1893.’ ”—(Vr. Butcher.) 


Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) — ... 1063 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr, Cullinan (Tipperary, S.) des teh on ae wt .. 1063 
Mr. Atkinson P ‘ wai tes ie ae «> 1OGS 
Mr. Thomas O Donnell (Kerry, W. ) xe ree sic Sei we Toes 
Mr. Blake ... ‘ie ms ve ron i ... 1064 
Mr. Dillon .. . ~s are pata re on por ... 1064 
Mr. of W. Reni waits ean ane inp doe ees ... LO65 
Mr. ‘T. M. Healy aisle me ee wit wd hale pies ... 1066 
Mr. 7. W. Russell... - bet ‘is $i ned bas ... 1067 
Mr, O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) — ... ae ie wes bike ... 1067 


Question put and agreed to— 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 12, line 36, to leave out the words ‘the Judicial 
Commissioner may nominate such officers of the Commission, and.’ ” 


Amendment agreed to. 


“In page 12, line 39, after the word ‘of,’ to insert the words 
‘land clerks of ten years service and.’ ”-—(Colonel McCalmont.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham “ne or Te jas mais ore oe ‘-« 1068 
Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 12, line 40, at end, to insert the words ‘and the 
remuneration of those persons shall be paid as part of the expenses 
of the Land Commission.’”—(M/r. /Vundham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 13, line 2, after the word ‘Commissioners,’ to insert 
the words ‘or by any vendor.’ ”—( The Marquess of Hamilton.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Wyndham — ree es jan ena jen ee --- 1068 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Hemphill a ee" ea wa bat si iia --- 1069 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 13, line 3, to leave out the words ‘and completed.’ ”— 
(Mr, Hemphill.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the words ‘and completed,’ stand part of the 
clause.” 
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Mr. Wyndham ei iat ee es wis co ... 1070 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) ere sth des a ae ... 1070 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 13, line 3, to leave out the words ‘agents, solicitors, or 
other persons, and insert the words ‘land agent or solicitor nominated 
by the landlord and.’ ”—(Sir John Rolleston.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


} the clause.” 
, ee es, 
; Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
L ; 
; Sir John Rolleston 35 nes a ae eee pi me |! | 
; Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) ~ ‘si ee — aoe iets co BOL 
: Amendment proposed — 
( ° . ° 
“In page 13, line 8, at end, to insert the words ‘ On the sale of 
any estate under the Land Purchase Acts, whether to or by the Land 
Commission or otherwise, one-fourth of the percentage or fixed price 
allowed to an agent for the negotiation and completion of the sale shall 
be paid to the land clerk employed in the office of such estate, and if 
there be more than one land clerk employed in the office of the estate 
the said amount shall be distributed to the land clerks in proportion to 
their number of years service as land clerks in Ireland respectively.’ ” 
—( Mr. Sloan.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mi. Wyndham ‘es sve ass =~ sus oe er soa BOTS 
S Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Hemphill oes ose soe dae eee eee eee se FOTS 
Mr. Wyndham Sd ihn ask red isa oe ee sso SOTS 
Mr. T. M. Healy sin sé i iste es ree ... 1074 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, NV.) ... we a cea tes -««, LOTS 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 13, line 10, after the words ‘ Lord Lieutenant,’ to insert 
the words ‘appoint two examiners of title in each province and.’ ”— 
(Dr. Thompson.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed—- 
8 , 
, “In page 13, line 19, at end, to insert the words ‘ All such rules 
shall he made by a majority, of whom the Judicial Commissioner shall 
| be one; and such rules shall be deemed to be statutory rules within 
9 the meaning of the Rules Publication Act, 1893,’ ”-—(Mr. Butcher.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Solicitor-General for Ireland (Mr. James Campbell, Dublin 
University) sins eh ane sate os ree 1075 
Mr. Butcher das Sib seid i ee aed ee so» L076 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


h2 
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Mr, Dillon ... er ius Be wae is is be .«» 1077 " 

Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 22. 
Mr. Butcher i ass oe ae is oes — ... 1077 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 14, line 1, leave out Sub-section (3).”—(Mr. Butcher.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 3 stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Atkinson és nor aie er ae _ pas ... 1077 
Sir John Colomh ... as “ine ve — a e sxe 1008 
Mr. Blake ... gies ve dai is Ai me es ... 1078 
Mr. Herbert Robertson nee ee re ans $2 a ... 1079 
Mr. John Redmond nie" im os ‘a as - ... 1079 
Mr. Gordon m os a me nia aM an ... 1079 
Mr. Wyndham... as ad on oe ur i ..» 1080 
Mr, Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) asi ae ee ne oa ... 1081 
Mr. Dillon ion oie al sien “ ee se ... 1081 
Mr. Herbert Robertson mA end Ss di Sa a ... 1082 
Mr. Blake ... whe , Fed on ose aoe ee ... 108% 
Mr. Wyndiam 1083 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed — 
“In page 14, line &, after the word ‘claim’ to insert the words ‘or 
in respect of any premium or any policy of insurance charged on the 
lands sold.’ ”-—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Atkinson hi es are ; , . 1084 

Sir Lewis McIver (Edinburgh, W.) .. 1084 
Question put, and negatived. : 

Mr. Hemphiil 1085 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 14, line 22, after the word ‘ thereof’ to insert the words 
‘Provided that any person making any claim against the purchase 
money, or the income thereof, may apply to the Judicial Commissioner 
to have the said purchase money paid into the High Court to be 
distributed thereby ; and the Judicial Commissioner, if satistied that 
the said claim is bondi fide, and that a dispute exists as to the title to, 
or distribution of, or payment of the said purchase money, or any 
part thereof, or of the income thereof, shall make an order for the pay- 
ment of the said purchase money, or any part thereof as to which a 
dispute exists, and the income thereof, into the High Cour%, to be 
distributed among and paid to the parties entitled thereto in the same 
manner as if it were the proceeds of the sale of lands ordered to be 
sold by the Chancery Division of the High Court under its ordinary 
jurisdiction.’ "—( Mr. Hemphill.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr, Atkinson ae oa sae an “a ae ee ..» 1086 


Question put, and negatived, 
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Amendment proposed. 
“In page 14, line 23, after the word ‘estate,’ to insert the words 
‘where the purchase money thereof is sufficient to discharge all claims 
affecting same, and.’”—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 14, line 40, after the second word ‘the,’ to insert the 
words ‘ Local Registration of Title Office.’ ”—( Mr. Wyndhain.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 22, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 23 :— 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, line 24, to leave out the words ‘ twelve months,’ and 
insert the words ‘two years.’ ”—(Mr. Sharpe.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words ‘twelve months’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. Atkinson 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 23 agreed to. 
Clause 24 agreed to. 
Clause 25 :— 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ... 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 16, lines 11 and 12, to leave out the words ‘ two and 
three-quarters,’ and insert the word ‘ three.”—(.Vr. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 


Mr. Dillon bi. eee, ae, ge ge oe oe 


Page 


. 1087 


. 1088 


. 1089 
. 1090 


1092 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, EB.) 0. cu ace esas ee ee 1094 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 25 agreed to. 

Clauses 26 to 39 agreed to. 

Clause 40 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 21, line 4, to leave out Sub-sections (1) to (6), inclusive, 
and insert the words ‘(1) Every advance shall be repaid by means of 
a purchase annuity, calculated at the rate of three pounds five shillings 
for every hundred pounds of the advance, and so in proportion for any 
less sum.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman:left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening, 


EVENING SITTING. 
Irish Land Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowTrHEr (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 40 :-— 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... as — os us ae ... 1095 
Clause 40 agreed to. 
Clause 41 :— 


Mr. Dillon... ‘na ee mae bibs x ied ee ... 1095 
Mr. Tully ... si = nike uo Ki aie ae .. 1095 


Clause 41 agreed to 
Clause 42 :— 
Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton) whe sie wa se ... 1096 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 22, line 9, to leave out Sub-section (1),”—(Mr. Asiton.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That Sub-section 1 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, EB.) ... cn as “as ... 1087 

Mr. Wyndham we ae bas oe és ee = ... 1099 

Mr. Dillon ... ve ie es ses " wii i ... 1100 

Mr. Tully ... ‘ ae =e “i ae as ... 1101 

Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ee MO 
Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Windham one ail is wisi th _ iss ... 1102 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, after line 21, to insert—‘ (3) The provisions of this 
Act with reference to the repayment of advances by the Land Com- 
mission to the National Debt Commissioners shall not apply to advances 
under this section.’ ”—(Mr. IV’yndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 42, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 43 :— 
Mr. Butcher tie aes asia a ae ae = .-- 1102 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, line 22, to leave out Sub-section (1), and insert the 
words ‘(1) In the case of every estate sold the Land Commission shall, 
by means of advances to be made to them by the National Debt 
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Commissioners out of the said fund, receive a sum equal to a percentage 
vn the purchase-money of such estate according to the scale set forth 
in the First Schedule to this Act, and shall apply such sum as foliows— 
namely, they shall in the first place pay thereout the expenses preperly 
incurred by the owner incidental to the redemption of superior and 
intervening interests, thé investigation of titles, the distribution of the 
purchase-money, and other like matters, and shall pay and apply the 
balance by way of addition and accrétion to the purchase-money.’” — 
(Mr. Buteh-r.) 
Question proposed, ‘ That Sub-section (1) stand part of the Clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham 1104 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr, John Redmond on om ine su sd sat .. 1105 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 22, line 23, to leave out from the word ‘ and’ to the 
first word ‘the,’ in line 26, and insert the words ‘ preventing improvi- 
dent purchases by tenants.’”—(Mr. John Redmond). 
Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of- 
the clause.” 
Mr. Ih "yndham . eee 1106 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... . 110% 
Sir John Colomb . 1105 
Mr. Butcher 1108 
Mr. Dillon 1109 
Mr. Wyndham sie 1109 
Sir John Colomb » 2219 
Question put, and negatived. 
Question, “That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Mr. John Redmond 1110 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 22, line 29, to leave out from the word ‘estate’ to end 
of line 30, and insert the words ‘agreed to be sold within five years 
after the commencement of this Act a bonus of fifteen per centum of 
the amount of the purchase money of said estate, such bonus to be 
paid upon the completion of the sale.’ ”—(Mr. John edmond.) 
Queston proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
Mr. L ellon l I ! : 
Mr. Wyndham... I1t2 
Mr. T. W. Russell... i, We am 1113 
Dr. Thompson ses cm Re aa 114 
Mr. Blake ... . 1114 
Mr. Wyndham , Sidi 1115 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... a a . 11165 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 1116 
Col, Saunderson (Armagh, N.) 111i 
Mr, Hemphill Bt 1118 
Sir John Colomb 1119 
1119 


Mr. Samuel Young... 
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Mr. Seymour Ormshy-Gore ve ees i ai uss ..- 1120 
Mr. T. M Healy ... ie ses on sna rn ee ... 1120 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ... oe ie oe ies his oo» BERD 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.)— ... ‘ine sas ase =. ans -.. 1122 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) ... ia si ies ay os S222 
Mr. John Redmond es puis es .-- 1123 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ee Ae - Zc 4 be sas eee 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... a .- 1123 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again ”—(.Mr. T. M. Healy)—put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again on Monday next. 


Bankers (Ireland) Act Repeal Bill—[Seconp Reavina. |—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Debate arising. 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ae oe we on ... 1124 
And, it being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 2np JULY, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
heen complied with :—- 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5); Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... ise mia fig os BESS 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies Bill. 
Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments a ove BESS 


Pentillie Estate Bill [.L.]. Reported, with Amendments... ve --- 1128 
Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light Bill. Reported, 


without Amendment ... ss . 1125 
Middlesbrough Corporation Bill; Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Rail- 

way Bill; Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council Bill. Reported, with 

Amendments oes Pm i on a and sibs -- 1125 
South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [11.|. The 

King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments _... +. 1125 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill |1.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow nee so an soe 1995 
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East Ham Improvement Bill. Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, nu parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The Orders made on the 16th of June and ae last discharged, 
and Bill committed si ite st we , 


Nelson Corporation Bill; Hampton Court Gas Bill. Read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons on ; 


Erith ey and Improvement Bill. Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners mee se ee ; 


King’s Coliege, London Bill [u.L.]. Returned from the Commons agreed to 
Scunthorpe Urban District Water Bill [#.1.]. Returned from the 


Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, 
and agreed ‘to 


Ipswich Gas Bill. Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to con _ site ane or bad ‘ 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill. Reported, with Amendments 


Great Western Railway Bill; Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway 
3ill; North Eastern Railway Bill; Wolv erhampton and Cannock Chase 
tailway (Extension of Time) Bill; Romford and District Tramways 

Bill; Wood Green Urban District Council Bill; Beckenham Urban 
District Council Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Abinger be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Lord Berwick ; read, and agreed to 


Bury and District Joint Water anes Bill im I Reported fi from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments... ; 


City and South London Railway Bill ; The consent of the Prince of Wales 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; House in Committee 
(according to order): An Amendment made: Standing Committee 
negatived: The Report of Amendment to be received To-morrow... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. re Bill ; Read 3* —— to order), and 
passed * : : ; ie 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill. Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bills to be read 3* on Tuesday next ve we 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill. Moved, That the order made on 
the 16th day of March last, “That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Thursday the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill 
be now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2° ead and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House To-morrow és 


Lanarkshire Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [H.1.]. A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order relating to the Lanarkshire Tramways was 
presented by the Lord Balfour (pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, sections 8 and 9); read 1"; and to be 
printed. (No. 153.) ‘aie : me a ee ; 
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Advocates in Aberdeen. Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Royat DECLARATION BILL [H.L].—-Petitions in favour of: of Roman Catholics 
in St. John’s Institution, Boston Spa, Yorkshire ; Coventry ; Princethorpe ; 
Southam ; Solihull; Eccleshall; Convent of Poor Clares, Levenshulme, 
Manchester ; Greenwich. Read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Order in Council of 25th June, 1903, 
entitled “ The Swaziland Order in Council, 1903” . - oad 


Post OFFICE SaviINGs BANK.—Accounts presented of all deposits received and 
paid during the year ended 31st December, 1902, and of the sums received 
and paid by the National Debt Commissioners on account of the Fund for 
the Post Office Savings Banks in the same year 


Woops, Forests anp Lanp Revenug.—Eighty-first Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Woods, Forests and Land Revenues, for the year 1902-1903 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE MARINE Funpb) Act, 1898.—Order in 
Council altering the scale set out in the Second Schedule to the above Act, 
for the purpose of the levying of light dues, in pursuance of such Act 


Pustic Works Loan Boarp.—Twenty-eighth Annual Report of the Public 


Works Loan Board, 1902-1903 (with appendices.) Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... sss - 


TREATY SERIES No. 9 (1903).—Convention between the United Kingdom and 
the Netherlands regulating the allowances to witnesses in fishery cases ; 
signed at the Hague, 26th April, 1902 (ratifications exchanged at the 
Hague, 22nd May, 1903 ds ee ie Se ; 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND).—Report of the Director to the Board of 
Governors and Guardians for the year 1902 


Mint.—Thirty-third Annual Report of the Deputy Master and Comptroller of 
the Mint, 1902. Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894.—Order in Council of 25th June, 1903, 
authorising the Corporation of Trinity House to appoint sub-commissioners 
for the examination of pilots for certain ports in the County of Cumberland 


Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, Amendment Bill [H.L.|. — [Srconp 
READING. |-—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Muskerry 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*.— Lord Muskerru. 


Lord Abinger 
Lord Wolverton 
Lord Muskerry 
On Question, their Lordships divided : Contents, 8 ; Not-contents, 74. 
THE INQUIRY INTO OUR FISCAL SYSTEM. 


The Earl of Rosebery iis se _ _ ne 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 
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House adjourned at twenty minutes past Seven o'clock, till To- 
morrow half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 2np JULY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1169 


VNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


New Hunstanton estiaitammanadh Bill.—Lords Amentments considered, and 
agreed to és > ae be sa mee ... 1170 


British Gas Light Company ~eiaiaaeel ™ ane — Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments . . 1170 
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passed. [New Title.] ... we a se vie os SED 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. — As amended, 


considered, to be read the third time To-morrow... ms « LV 


Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee ; Report to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed disk me am + sid $e has + ae 
Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill.—Keported [Parties do not 
proceed]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed pes . 1170 
PETITIONS. 


LicENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NoN-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petition from Plymouth against ; to lie upon 
the Table a os wd ‘on eon ese one ne ... 1170 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTs AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Renfrew, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table... os ~ ws ae ... 1170 
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against establishment ; to lie upon the Table om ai os ... 1170 
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SuppLy [15TH ALLorrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
Navy EstTIMATEs, 1903-1904. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£9,571,500, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expense of the 
Contract. Work. for Shipbuilding, Repairs, ete., which will come in 
course of payment «luring the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That Item 1 (Royal Reserve of 
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Mr, Edmund Robertson (un lee) ... 
Mr. Yerburgh (Chester)... as 

Sir William Allan (Gateshead) 

Mr. Reginal! Lucas (Portsmouth) ... : 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Ne an) 
Mr. James Hope ( (Sheffield, Brights) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 


Merchant Cruisers) be reduced by £28,000."—( Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Be ane, W. ‘ 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, — * 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. 

Mr, Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) ... 

Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-on-Furnes:) ... 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) .. 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 

Mr Edmund Robertson 

Mr. Arnold-Forster 

Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Arnold-Forster 
Sir William Allan 
Nir Fortescue Flannery 
Mr. Kearley ; 
Mr. Ar -nold-For or 


Question put, and agreed to. 


5) 


~ 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1903-4.—CLAss II. 
8. 


£3,206,100, Naval Armaments. 


Mr. Reginald Lucas 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


£69,400, Scientific Services. 
£116,400, for Educational Services. 


Mr. Reginald Lucas 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


£297,500, Royal Naval Reserves. 
£409,500, Miscellaneous Effective Services. 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 

£306,400, Admiralty Office. 


Mr. Lough (Islington, WV. 7 
Mr. Arnold-Forster . 
Mr. Lough ee 


£13,869, to complete the sum for Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, 


ete., Office. 
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9. £15,312, to complete the sum for Charity Commission. 


Crass III. 
10. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 


Order read, for further consideration of Resolution [22nd April], “That a 


Amendment proposed— 


Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 180; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 137.) / 
Resolution agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question, “That this House do now adjourn.”—(Sir 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Seven o'clock. 
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£116,635, to complete the sum for Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Great Britain. 2 


11. £21,521, to complete the sum for Broadmoor Criminal Lunati¢ Asylum. : 
Crass VIL [ 

12. £27,000, to complete the sum for Temporary Commissions. 

13. £14,261, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Expenses. 

14. £19,359, Repayments to the Local Loans Fund. 

15. £30,000, St. Louis Exhibition, 1904. 
Crass II. 

16. £9, to complete the sum for Bankruptcy Department of the Board of 

Trade. 

17. £10,061, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, England. 

18. £16, to complete the sum for The Mint, including Coinage. 

19. £7,493, to complete the sum for National Debt Office. 

20. £14,158, to complete the sum for Public Record Oftice. 


Monday next. 
Suppiy [22ND AprIL] Report. 


sum, not exceeding £139,395, be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for t 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Oftice of the Committee of Privy . 
Council for Trade and Subordinate Departments, including a Grant-in- 
Aid.” 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8S.) ... td aia iy ee 





“To leave out ‘ £139,395,’ ana insert ‘£139,295.’ ”--(yi, 
Edward Strachey.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That ‘£139,395’ stand part of the 


said Resolution.” 


The Parliamentary “ag to the Bourd of Trade ig Bonar Law, 
(; Jusgow, Blackfri WITS)... : ae aac eee 
Mr. Channing ( Sorthanaphcdlive, E.) eas _ ee os s.. 1840 


Aidt 


A. Acland-Hood)—put, and agreed to. 
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Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 18th of June and —— last discharged ; 
and Bill committed Les : 


North Eastern Railway Bill. me from the Select Committee, that the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 18th of June and Monday last discharged ; 
and Bill eommitted yy ae - nee me 


Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western Railways 
(Steam Vessels) Bill. Leave given to the Select Committee to adjourn 
over Monday next a jie oak ain one oe ee 


Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways Bill.—Moved, that the order 
made on 16th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second time after the 18th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2"; agreed to; 
sill read 2* accordingly, and committed. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection ae 


Bangor Corporation Bill [1.v.|.— Read 3*, and passed, and sent to Commons 
Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway Bill.— Read 3°, and passed ... 


Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East Denbighshire Electric Power 
Bill [.L.], now Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power Bill “ L. “I 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons Hie 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill, Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders lnaagl bi Bill.—Brought from the 


Commons 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) -_ [H. ve dlaapiadnasii from the 


Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill.—Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendments agreed to ide 3 ; am ie - 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.— Amendment —_ ted 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—House in Committee (according 
to Order); Bill reported without Amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next . 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [#.t.}. 
House in Committee (according to Order) ; The Amendments proposed 
by the Select Committee made ; Standing Committee negatived ; the 
Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next oe = 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.L.|.—Third reading (which 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 154.) ate ds a 
PETITION. 


LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.].—Petition against : of Society of Law 
Agents of Dunfermline District of Fife; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table... eae an ae si nee Ry eS bie os 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MALTA. —Further correspondence relating to the political condition of Malta (in 
Continuation of |Cd. 715], July, 1901) : 


Arrica No. 7 (1903).—Return of concessions in the East Africa and Uganda 
Protectorate... Ae ne ae es ss a 


RatLways (Continuous Brakes).—Return by the railway companies of the 
United Kingdom, for the six months ended the 31st December, 1902. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


INTERMEDIATE EpuCATION (IRELAND).—Rule made by the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland, determining the number of centre 
superintendents to be appointed for the examinations, 1903 ; Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill. - {Seconp 

READING. | 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 

Moved, that the Order made on the 16th March last, “* That no Bill brought 
from the House of Commons confirming any Provisional Order or 
Provisional Certificate shall be read a second time after the 18th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with.—( Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Motion agreed to; and Bill read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


Broughty ed Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.—{Seconp 
READING. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 


Moved, that the Order made on the 16th March last, “That no Bill 
brought from the House of Commons confirming any Provisional 
Order or Provisional Certificate shall be read a second time after the 
18th of June next,” be dispensed with.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to ; and Bill read 2" (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


In1isH LAND PURCHASE. 


The Earl of Belmore 


Moved, for (1) A Return of the total amount of advances made to occupying 
tenants in Ireland, under the variovs Acts relating to land purchase 
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since the passing of the Irish Land Act, 1870, to 31st March, 1903 
(exclusive of tenants of glebe lands) ; (2) A similar Return of the 


total amount of repayments made by such purchasers.—-(Zhe Earl of 
Belmore.) 


The Earl of Denbigh we 1248 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Elementary Education Amendment Bill.—{Srconp Reapine.] 
Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Reay ... vee si soe a8 ‘x me ails soe 1249 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Lteay,) 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire)... eee | 


On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill [u.L.|.—Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next ah ... 1254 


Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill [H.1.|.—Read 3* (accord- 
ing to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons Aa Bie «+ Loot 


House adjourned at five minutes before Five o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 3rp JULY, 1903. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivATE Bits [Lor " STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLiep WiTH.—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. -—B irmingham District 
Tramways Bill {Lords}; Kip’s Patents Bill [Lords]; B sradford Corporation 
iil [ Lords}. 


t Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time ae Fie Nee so. LOS 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Extension of me Bill.-— 
amended, considered. To be read the third time ... aie " 1908 


Electric Lighting er hemaaee ™ ” _- —Read the third time, 


and passed si ... 1204 
Scottish American Mortgage Company, Limited, Bill {Lorps].— 
4 Reported, with Amendments ; Report to he upon the Table one .-» 1255 


Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill {Lorps].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed __... - .- 1255 


Jewish Colonisation Association Bill | Lorps].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time os 1255 


+2 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—County Councils (Bills in Parliament) Bill, 
Education (Borrowing) Bill, Contracts (India Office) Bill, Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill, without Amendments ; Nelson Corporation Bill, Hampton 
Court Gas Bill, Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill, 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill, with Amendments ; 
Amendments to—Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords], Scunthorpe Urban 
District Water Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled “An Act to empower the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Bangor to make a gift 
ef a new site for Bangor College; to provide recreation grounds; to 
acquire the Penrhyn Hall; and for other purposes.” (Bangor Corporation 


Bill) { Lords}. 


And also, a Bill intituled “ An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power Company.” 
(Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power Bill) { Lords]. said os 1255 


Bangor Corporation Bill |Lorps); Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric 
Power Bill [Lords}].—Read the first time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... a aaa Ae oa ae sca. ee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 


Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next we and .. 1255 
Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ir°land) Provisional Order 

Bill.—Reported, with Amendments | Provisional Order contirmed] ; Report 

to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next ina ae ss 8206 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill (Lorps} ; Carditf Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]; Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Exeter Corporation Bill [Lords].—Reported with Amendments ; 





Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... vi ine we 1256 
PETITIONS. 
Burcu Pouice (ScoTLAND) BILt.—Petitions for alteration: from Edinburgh ; 
and Leith ; to lie upon the Table ee a a a ate -sn ASRS 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN Bi_u.—Petition from Govan, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table... ania me ine ae een ee * -- 1256 


Licences (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL).—Petition from King’s Cross 
and other places, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table _... es we 1256 


PHARMACY BILL.—Petition of the Master Warders and Society of Apothecaries 
of the City of London, for alteration (praying to be heard by Counsel) ; 
to lie upon the Table ... jee oss an aa ae i -- 1256 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIAMENTARY BorouGHs) BILt.—Petition from 
Westminster, against ; to lie upon the Table enn nit oh we 1256 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petition from Bristol, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table... ane ee me one soe eee 1256 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INTERMEDIATE EpuCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland determining the number of 
Centre Superintendents to be appointed for the Examinations, 1903 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... es ie “on o om 


_ 


AFRICA (No. 7, 1903) (East AFRICA CONCESSIONS).—Copy presented, of 
Return of Concessions in the East Africa and Uganda Protectorate [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table is ve a 


MaLta.—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence relating to the Political 
Condition of Malta (in continuation of |C. 715] 1901) [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table a ion a aoe ev dag ea “he 


RaiLways (Con7inuous BrAKEs).—Copy presented, of Return by Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom for the six months ending the 31st 
December, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table R 


IRON AND STEEL, 1901.—Copy ordered, “of Statistical Tables showing the pro- 
duction and consumption of [ron Ore and Pig Iron, and the production of 
Steel, in the United Kingdom and the principal foreign countries, in each 
year ‘from 1890 to 1901, so far as the particulars can be stated.”—( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CONDITION OF “ ExmouTH” TRAINING SuHtp.—-Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford 
University) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster mee ie am “we 


PHTHISIS IN WORKHOUSES.—Question, Mr. Mansfield sn aacidstaae Spalding) ; 


Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Seurre +. M‘BrRIpDE AND WILLIAMS —APPEAL.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr, Akers Douglas 


VACATIONS OF LIGHTHOUSE KEEPERS.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law a i sou ve wos Sue 


LICENSING (IRELAND) Act, 1902.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ve AZ Pia ae ; 


SALMON HAULING AT Movutu oF THE Errirr River.—Question, Mr. O'Malley 
(Galway, Connemara); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IrntsH CoNGESTED Districts Boarp’s FIsHinc Boats at Matin Heap.— 
Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


WooLtwicH ARSENAL— PAY OF PERSONS AWAY THROUGH INJURY.—Questions, 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick cas - 


Mititary Works Bitt—DatTE oF INTRODUCTION. incase Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick oa sae me oe tot 


‘TrintpaD Riots CoMMISsSiON—DATE OF PUBLICATION OF REPORT. ieaosia 
Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain bis - 


Nava. Works [ConsoLiDATED FUND]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
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[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffelk, Woodbridge) 1262 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That it is expedient to make 
further provision for the construction of works in the United Kingdom 
and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and to authorise 
the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of such sums, not exceeding 
£7,996,000, as may be required for those purposes, and to make 
provision for raising, in the manner provided by Section 5 of the 
Naval Works Act, 1895, the sums so issued by terminable annuities 
for a period not exceeding thirty years from the date of the 
borrowing.” *, Pretyman.) 





Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... se seni rhe in ... 1267 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... es see iets pes ... 1269 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, BE.) ... 1273 
Sir William Allan (Gateshead) : oe sas ie sh saw EZRO 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) am dea ae aie coo aD 
Mr. Munro Ferquson (Leith Burghs) , cos Bae 
Mr, Caldwell eipienmne a 1279 
Mr. Pretyman 1279 
Resolved, That it is expedient to make further provision for the construction 
of works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the 
Royal Navy, and to authorise the issue out of the Consolidated Fund 
of such sums, not exceeding £7,996,000, as may be required for those 
purposes, and to make provision for raising, in the manner provided 
by Section 5 of the Naval Works Act, 1895, the sums so issued by 
terminable annuities for a period not exceeding thirty years from the 
date of the borrowing.—(Mr. Pretymun.) 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday next. 
Employment of Children Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Commitiee), 
further considered. 
Proceedings resumed on Amendment proposed [23rd June] to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word ‘any,’ and insert the 
word ‘ every.’ ”°—(Mr. Tennant.) 
(Juestion proposed, “That the word ‘any’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Vr, Galloway (Manchester, SW.) 1282 
Dr. Macnumara (Camberwell, N.)... ee wis ee hed .. 1284 
Sir Francis Powell (Vigan) ‘ poe ee re .»» 1285 
Mr. Theodore Taylor (Lancashire, Rade liffe) ... 1286 
Mr, Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesley) ; Sis soe BBO 
The Under Secretary of State agi the Home Departine nt (Mr. Cochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) .. ° as ae io a . 1287 
Sir William Tomlinson (Pres ston) ... oe bia se ook soe S2BE 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) wee i ss ee - «« $288 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word ‘shall,’ and insert the 
word ‘may.’ ”--(ur. Secretary Akers Douglas). 
) 2 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 2 :— 


The Secretary of State for the Hoie siieaasiitla ana Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) ae ni fe 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, to leave out lines 10 to 12, and insert the words 
‘The local authority, in making by-laws under this section, shall have 
special regard to the desirability of preventing the employment of girls 
under sixteen in places or under conditions prejudicial to morality.’ ” 
—( Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) ee sha ee a ae ee 
Mr. Tennant ee vr ans a aia 
Sir John Gorst (¢ ‘ambridge v Yniversity) 

Mr. Je sse 'ollings oi 

Mr. Asquith (Fife shire, E.) 

Mr. Cochrane ; 

Mr. a Burns (Battersea) sa 

Sir J. Stirling-Muaell iii College 

Dr. Macnamara 

Mr. Seel y (Lincoln) 

Mr Bryce ( Aherdec n, S. ¥ 

Mr. Akers Douglas... 

Mr. Theodore Taylor 


Question put, and negatived. 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Proposed Amendment to the Bill amended, by leaving out the 


words “places or under conditions prejudicial to morality,” and 
inserting the words “streets or public places.”——-( Dr. Macnamaru.) 


Question put, “That those words as amended be there inserted in the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 178 ; Noes 98. (Division List No. 138.) 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 34, to leave out Sub-section 7.°—(.Vr. Secretary 


Akers Douglas. ) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words of the sub-section, to the word ‘shall,’ 
in line 35, stand part of the Bill.” 


Dr. Macnamara... 
wr, Akers Douglas 


(Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 23, at the end of Sub-section (1), to insert the 
words, ‘ Provided that it is proved that such person was aware of the 
age of such child.’”—(Sir Edward Strachey). 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Mr. Akers Douglas 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Jesse Collings ... 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 25, to leave out from the word ‘sixteen’ to the 
word ‘he’ in line 27, and insert the words ‘causes or knowingly 
permits a child to be so employed.’—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) —instead 
thereof.” 


bg . 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Bill.” 
Mr. Akers Douglas 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 27, after the word ‘liable’ to insert the words 
‘on summary conviction.’ ”—(.VUr. Secretury Akers Douglas.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Jesse Collings ... _ oss 
Amendment proposed to the Bill. 
“In page 3, line 34, leave out Sub-section (4).”—(Mr. Jesse 
( ‘ollings.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘ provided,’ in line 40, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr, Cochrane _ eee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 40, to leave out the words ‘ Provided that,’ and. 


insert the word ‘and.’ ”—-(Mr. Seeretary Akers Douglas.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 


Amendment proposed 

“In page 4, line 13, at end, to add the words ‘(2) Where an 
employer is charged with any offence under this Act he shall be entitled, 
upon information duly laid by him, to have any other person whom 
he charges as the actual offender brought before the Court at the time 
appointed for hearing the charge, and if, after the commission of the 
offence has been proved, the Court is satisfied that the employer had 
used due diligence to ¢» uply with the provisions of the Act, and 
that the other person had committed the offence in question without 
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the employer's knowledge, consent, or connivance, the other person 
shall be summarily convicted of the offence and the employer shall be 
exempt from any fine. (3) When it is made to appear to the 
satisfaction of an inspector or other officer charged with the enforce- 
ment of this Act, at the time of discovering the offence, that the 
employer had used all due diligence to enforce compliance with this 
Act, and also by what person the offence had been committed and also 
that it had been committed without the knowledge, consent, or 
connivance of the employer, and in contravention of his order, then 
the inspector or officer shall proceed against the person whom he 
believes to be the actual offender in the first instance without first 
proceeding against the employer.” —(Sir Francis Powell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7 
Mr. Jesse Collings see aig — a _ has ww. 1BEZ 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 4, line 17, after the word ‘place,’ to insert the words 
‘not being a private dwelling-house.’”—( Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


Question proposed, “that those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Akers Douglas 1313 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) a8 ea ie .« LSS 
Mr. Theodore Taylor noe © Aas he ike ner iss Rone 
Mr. Galloway az os icc oes 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ( W “iltshire, Cricklade) ase 1314 
Question put, 
The House divided :—Ayes, 15; Noes, 252. (Division List No 139.) 
Mr. Tennent vr es ‘i ba ‘sig bow ‘ies soo, BORE 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 4, line 26, at end, to insert the words ‘ Proceedings may 
be brought by or in the name of any ofticer of the Corporation or 
County Council, or by an officer of the school attendance committee, 
or by a constabie.’”—( Mr. Tennant.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Mr. Akers Douglas a pm ee as sie ay su FORS 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 7 agreed to. 
Clause 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 37, to leave out the word ‘rate,’ and insert the 
word ‘fund.’”—(Mr. Seeretury Akers Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed — : 
“In page 4, line 40, at end, to add the words ‘ Provided that a ; 
County Council shall not raise any sum on account of their expenses 
under this Act within any borough or vrban district the Council of 
which is a local authority under this Act.’ ” 








Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 
Mr. Jesse Collings ... aor ire ae sist aoe i ... 1319 


And, it being half-past Five of the clock, further consideration of the Bill, 
as amended (in the Standing Committee), stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered upon Monday next. 
Public Offices (Dublin) (Recommitted) Bill. 
Considered in Commitee. 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, BE.) ... cs sd Hes re ie «s+ 1320 
Conimittee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Poor Law (DIssOLUTION OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS AND ADJUSTMENTS).—-Bill to 
give power to dissolve School Districts formed under the Acts relating to 
the relief of the poor, and for facilitating adjustments or alterations of 
areas or authorities under those Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Poor Law (Dissolution of School Districts and Adjustments) Bill. 
“To give power to dissolve School Districts formed under the Acts relating 
to the relief of the poor, and for facilitating adjustments or alterations of 
areas or authorities under those Acts,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
(Bill 237.) ... oe a a sed we - ve ... 1320 


INFANT LIFE Protection Act (1897) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The Infant 
Life Protection Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Spear, Mr. 
Duke, Mr. Schwann, Mr. Hogg, and Mr. Melville. 


Infant Life Protection Act (1897) Amendment Bill. —-“‘To amend The 
Infant Life Protection Act, 1897,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. 


(Bill 238.) Zoos Gan. “ogag: GU cde wae) Uae pee .. 1320 


Adjourned at twenty-three minutes before Six o'clock till 
Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 6TH JULY, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with : Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) ; Erith Tramways 
Improvement. 
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Also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are applicable to 
the following Bill : Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 132] 
Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill. nalts semua from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments 132] 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply. Bill.—The King’s consent sigmfied : 
and Bill reported, with Amendments.. . via es a ... 1321 
Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers) Bill.—The King’s 
consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments 1321 
Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway (Extension of ae 
Bill.— Reported from the Select Committee, without Amendments 1521 
Leigh Corporation Bill.— esas from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments isa ;, ot we ie ses as .» 1321 
British Gas Light Company satsiaeud Bill * L. ae Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ‘ 1321 
Beckenham Urban District Council Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Earl of Mayo be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Ribblesdale ; and that the 
Duke of Bedford, a member of the Select Committee, be appointed Chair- 
man of the said Committee ; read, and agreed to sks er ws BSE8 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company Bill [1.1.]; Pentillie 
Estate Bill [H.L.]; South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway 
Bill |H.L.}; Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill | _ L. ‘I Read 3°, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ‘is ‘vi +. 1322 
West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill.—Kead 3*, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ; ise -. 1322 
Strabane and Letterkenny Railway Bill.—Gateshead Corporation Bill. 
Shettield Corporation Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 1, and 
referred to the Examiners 1522 
Local Government ([reland) Provisional Order (No. 5) Bill.—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. Brought from the 
Commons ‘ sos i — . 1322 
Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway ned - ene from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments _ a ws. 1322 
Romford and District Tramways a. Sil ted from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments ws «os Loe 
Military Lands seam cutee 2 Bill.—KRead 3" tenting to i ne, 
and passed 1322 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [1.v. |— 
Amendments reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* to- 
morrow os : - 1322 








ext TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


FRIENDLY Soctetirs.—Regulation, dated 1st July, 1900, made by the Treasury 
under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 
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Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.—Broughty 
Ferry Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order): Bills reported without Amendment : Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bills to be read 3* to-morrow . 1322 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.Read 3* (according 
to Order), with the Amendment, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons , «. 1322 
Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, &c.) 
Bill [1.L.].—Commons Amendment considered (according to Order), and 
agreed to ‘it 1323 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—(No. 155.) 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. (No. 156.) 
Read 1*, to be printed, and referred to the Examiners ied ... 1323 
PETITION. 
Supe_y oF Exectricity Biv [.L.}—Petition against ; of Westminster Cor- 
poration ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 1323 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BoarpD oF Epucation, 

Regulations for the instruction and training of pupil teachers and 
students in training colleges. Regulations for secondary schools (from Ist 
August, 1903, to “31st July, 1904). tegulations for evening schools, 
technical institutions, and schools of art and art classes (from Ist August, 

1903, to 31st July, 1904) 1523 
TRADE Reports—( ANNUAL SERIES). 
No, 3016. France (Bordeaux). No, 3017. Venezuela. No. 3018. 
Italy (Genoa). No. 3012. China (Ningpo) an bis ... 1323 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES). 
No. 593. Russia (Tea Industry of the Caucasus) 1323 
INTERMEDIATE Epucation Boarp (IRELAND).—Annual Report, for the year 
1902. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 1323 
Boarp oF Epucation.— Minutes of the Board of Education, dated 6th July, 
1903, withdrawing Article 102 and Articles 111 to 129, inclusive, of the 
Provisional Code of 1903 --. 1323 
SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 22nd June, 1903, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. M. J. O'Callaghan, late clerk of the second 
division in the Department of Public W orks, Ireland, under Section 2 of 
the Superannuation Act 1324 
METROPOLITAN WATER Stock REGULATIONS, 1903.—Order made by the 
Local Government Board prescribing regulations with respect to the 
creation, issue, transfer, dealing with, and redemption of any Metropolitan 
Water Stock which the Metropolitan Water Board create under the 
Metropolis Water Act, 1902 ens ron ‘us sie is . 1324 
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NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) BILL [H.L.].—House in Committee (accord- 


ing to Order): Bill reported without Amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow ‘en 






THE NATIONAL STANDARD OF PHYSICAL HEALTH. 


The Earl of Meuth f 

The Lord Bishop of Ripon ss em pay 
The Lord President of the C ‘ouncil (The Duke of Devonshire) 
The Earl of Mansfield = ai “se ore oe 
The Eurl of Leven und Me Iville me 

The Seeretury for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


Guinea Postal Orders Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) : 
sill reported without Amendment; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
3111 to be read 3" To-morrow : a a 


NAVAL CADETSHIPS. 
The Eurl of Chesterfield... he: fF: 
The First Lord of the Ac Imiralty (The Earl of Selborne)... 
PREFERENTIAL AND RETALIATORY DUTIES. 


Lord We elby . 
The Duke of Dudauabilie 
Lord Wi Ahy ~ 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Seven o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 6TH Jury, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock.} 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts [LoRDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and refer red on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 

applicable thereto, “have heen complied with, viz.:—West Bromwich 
Corporation Bill [ Lords] ; Lochnell Estate Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLs [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NoT CoMPLIED WITH).— Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 

leading | thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, ‘have not been complied with, viz. :—Bangor 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill Hora] 
South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill {| Lords] ; 
Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the sini be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders... “ _ ‘ 








exli 


Page 


1324 


oo 


Go te 
So 7 ee 


bo 0 09 Wo 
oo te 


Ct Or Or Oe 


rey 


1356 


1359 
1365 
1366 


1367 


1367 











evtin TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 6.] 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).— Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords] ; 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow 


Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill + eee —Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments Ms ‘ , ‘ne oe 


Strabane and stamina senaneted Bill. —Read the third inn and 


passed 


Gateshead Corporation Bill.—As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That the Standing Orders Nos. 223 and 243 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


Hexham Gas Bill {[Lorps]; Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; Nantwich 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; Sheffield and South Yorkshire 
Navigation Bill [Lords}.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time 


Sheffield Corporation Bill.—As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos, 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. [New Title. | 


Torquay Corporation Water Bill |Lorps].—As amended, considered 
to be read the third time ie Sea ba He Pee : 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill {Lorps]; Chatham and District Light 
Railways Bill [Lords]; Maryport Harbour Bill [Lords]; Mid Yorks shire 
Tramways Bill | Lords] ; Salford Corporation Bill | Lords].—Read a second 
time, and committed oa nae 


Castleblaney, Kneady, and Armagh Railway - reread of sees Bill 


(by Order ).—Read a second time, and committed 


Pras I and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order 
Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill. —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Lanarkshire and 
Dumbartonshire Railway Bill, without Amendment. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to provide for the 
constitution of Bishopries of Sonthw ark and Birmingham, and for matters 
incidental thereto.” [Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill 


(Lords). ] 


Page 


136s 


. 1368 


. 1368 


- 1368 


. 1368 


. 1369 


. 1369 


1369 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. exliii 


July 6.) 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer power on the Scottish 
Ontario and Manitoba Land Company, Limited, for the repayment and 
reduction of their capital ; and for other purposes.” [Scottish Ontario 
and Manitoba Land Company Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to enable money to be raised or 
secured upon the Pentillie Estate in the County of Cornwall devised by the 
will of Augustus Coryton, esquire, deceased.” ([Pentillie Estate Bill 


(Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to empower the South Western and Isle 
of Wight Junction Railway Company to construct a railway and a pier ; to 
raise additional teapital ; to enter into working agreements with the 
London and Souh Western Railway Company ; and for other purposes.” 
{South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill (Lords). } 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Bury and District 
Joint Water Board to construct additional waterworks ; to repeal and 
amend enactments relating to the Water Undertaking of the Board ; and 
for other purposes.” [Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill (Lords). | 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company Bill [Lorps] ; Pentillie 
Estate Bill [Lords]; South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway 
Sill [Lords]; Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill [Lords}. Read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. — Petition from Banbury, against ; to lie upon 
the Table ae : 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition from Edinburgh, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL. Petition from 
Hackney, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME.—Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; to lie upon 
the Table i , wi 


Sea-Trout FIsHincs iN ORKNEY.—Petition of the County Council of Orkney 
for inquiry ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East INDIA (LIABILITY FOR INCREASE IN BrITISH SOLDIERS’ PAay).—Return 
[presented 2nd July] to be printed. [No. 237.]  ... 
30ARD OF EpuCcATION.—Copy presented, of Regulations for the Instruction and 
Training of Pupil Teachers and Students in Training Colleges [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table va 


BOARD OF EpDUCATION.—Copy presented, of Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 6th July, 1903, withdrawing Article 102 and Articles 111 to 129, 
inclusive, of the Provisional Code, 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table we oe és — xe 


BoarbD OF EpucATION.—Copy presented, of Regulations for Secondary Schools 
(from Ist August, 1903, to 31st July, 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ioe os ve di ost ons ws ites _ 
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BoarD oF EpucatTion.—Copy presented, of Regulations for Evening Schools, 
Technical Institutions, and Schools of Art and Art Classes, from Ist 
August, 1903, to 31st July, 1904) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 22nd 
June, 1903, granting to Mr. M. J. O'Callaghan, late Clerk of the Second 
Division, in the Department of Public Works, Ireland, a Retired Allowance 
under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table “ 


FRIENDLY SocretTies.—Copy presented, of Kegulation, dated Ist July, 1903, 
made by the Treasury, under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table wid ‘a 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTIoN (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland for the year 1902 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ne a mi 


METROPOLITAN WATER STOCK REGULATIONS, 1903.—-Copy presented, of Order 
made by the Local Government Board prescribing regulations with respect to 
the creation, issue, transfer, dealing with, and redemption of any Metro- 
pohtan Water Stock which the Metropolitan Water Board create under the 
Metropolis Water Act, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Army.—Copy presented, of Letter from General Officer Commanding the 
Forces in South Africa transmitting the proceedings of a Board of Officers 
assembled to report upon certain Supplies of Meat and Vegetable Rations 
at Pretoria considered to be unfit for issue [hy Command]; to lie upon the 
Table > We 


ARMY EXPENDITURE.—Return presented, relative thereto { Address 31st March 
—NSir John Colomb\ ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 238.] 


RoyaL GARRISON REGIMENTs.—Return presented, relative thereto | Address 
30th April—.Vr anil, to lie upon the table, and to be printed. 
[No. 239.] ae das ies ie Ae ‘ies wie 


IRON AND STEEL, 1901.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 3rd July 
—Mr Gerald Balfour) ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No 240. } 


TRAMWAYS AND LIGHT RAILWAYS (STREET AND ROAD).—Return ordered, “ of 
Street and Road Tramways and Light Railways authorised by Act or 
Order, showing the amount of capital authorised, paid up, and expended ; 
the length of line authorised, and the length open for the public conveyance 
of passengers, down to the 30th day of June, 1903; the gross receipts, 
working expenditure, and net receipts ; the number of passengers conveyed, 
and the number of miles run by cars, during the year ended the 30th day 
of June, 1903 ; together with the number of horses, engines, and cars at 
that date (in continuation and extension of Parliamentary Paper, No. 307, 
of Session 1902).”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ~ 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (CONTRAOTS).—Return Ordered, ‘“ of all Contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manufactured articles by the several 
Government De ._partments in the year ending the 31st day of March, 1903, 
either with contractors outside the United Kingdom or with contractors or 
agents who obtain the articles from abroad (in “continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 304, of Session 1901).”—(Sir Howard Vincent.) 


PROBATION OF First OFFENDERS.—Address for “Return of the number of cases 
within the Metropolitan Police District, the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
Lancashire, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, and Durham, in which persons 
convicted of first offences have, by reason of their youth or the trivial 
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nature of the offence, been released under recognisances on probation of 
good conduct in the years 1900, 1901, and 1902, under The Probation of 
First Offenders Act, 1887 ; and of the number of cases in which such persons 
have been called upon to appear to receive judgment, or are known to have 
been subsequently convicted of a fresh offence (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 348, of Session 1900).”—(Sir Howard Vincent) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION RETURNS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ve Ae se eP mee 


TRADE RETURNS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ... 
BritisH Exports FOR 1902.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law pes ae _ ot — a aos ed 
FOREIGN Imports INTO BRITISH COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law Pe a ani 
Duty ON PRICE OF WHEAT IN GERMANY.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardine- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law av ve na sn m 
IncoME TAx IN FRANCE.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne we ‘ia ibe : pau ‘“ ‘ade e 


GREAT BRITAIN AND BELGIUM—MARITIME LAw.——Question, Mr. Runciman 
(Dewsbury) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne Hes - bee ‘ 


ADMIRALTY GIFTS OF STONE FOR CHURCH BUILDING. 
(Pembrokeshire) ; Answer, Mr Pretyman 





Question, Mr. Phillips 
ForEIGN Imports INTO INDIA. imams Mr. ale Buxton ; ine Lord 


George Hamilton eee ie ‘ 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS—FIRE PRECAUTIONS. Question, Mr. Weir (os 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


UNDERGROUND KITCHENS.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie e (Merthyr Ty 
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Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas . 1378 
VIVISECTION—CONSECUTIVE EXPERIMENTS ON THE SAME ANIMAL. en 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas - dion ... 1378 
Post OFFICE SORTERS AND OFFICIAL PAPERS.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ym ««- 1378 
OVERTIME PAYMENTS TO POSTMEN FOR INCREASED RouNDs.—-Question, Mr. 
Freeman Thomas (Hastings) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain . «- 1379 
RuRAL POSTMEN. rm Mr. Freeman Thomas; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ee ons i ve se hie ‘ne .. 1379 
Giascow Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor hiame W. ) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain - a oi . 1380 
43LaAsGow Post OrFICE—REVISION OF STAFF.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... es eae aes eee ..- 1380 
(LAsGow Post OrFicE—CLERICAL AND SORTING DUTIEs.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain — ~ sen .-» 1380 
Post OFFICE PENSIONS—Boy-SORTER eprcralliaaal is eae Norton ; 
Answer, Mr. Elliot ... nae - ‘ ‘ - 1381 
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PROMOTION IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. — Question, Colonel Wyndham-Quin 
(Glamorganshire, $8.) ; Answer, Mr. Elliot... eee pre sai .-- 1381 
ANNUAL LEAVE oF Customs ASSISTANT CLERK.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton); Answer, Mr. Elliot pies ne sa .-» 1382 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS IN THE TROWBRIDGE AND MELKSHAM UNIONS.— 
Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long... 1383 
Fair Rents in County LimericK—CASE OF JOHN O’CONNELL. Shaanti Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham . coe 1388 
IRRECOVERABLE Poor Rate IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham aa oe ‘ited a nee ee won 2Oee 
Decay AT LEVEL CrossinG AT LETTERKENNY.—Question, Mr. McFadden 
(Donegal, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Bee ae 1384 
DELAYS ON THE BURTONPORT AND LETTERKENNY RAILWAY.—Questions, Mr. 
McFadden ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; a 1384 
STANFORD CourtT-M ARTIAI ——ALLEGED BREACH OF PAROLE BY OFFICERS— 
Question, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 1385 
TRAINING OF TROOPS IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Crombie; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ve a ae sa sia .. 1386 
Army PENsIONS—CASE OF JOHN SMITH, R.F.A.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... ie 1387 
Miuitary Position IN NORTHERN NIGERIA.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Man- 
chester, N.); Answer, Mr, J. Chamberlain ee bes ‘ia 1387 
IMPORTS OF FoREIGN GOODS INTO CROWN COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Sydney 
Buxton ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 1388 
SoutH ArricAN CONSTABULARY—TERMS OF ENLISTMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) ; Answer, Mr, J. Chamberlain 1389 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
RoyaL Army Mepicat Corps.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 1389 
Carpe RAGGinGc Court-MARTIAL.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill saiteinzin mys 
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GRANTS TO THE WEsT INDIES.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, 
The Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E. ) 


CANADIAN MILITIA.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain... es res a ae eee we ove 


RE-STOCKING OF SOUTH AFRICAN FARMS—-CANADIAN CATTLE.- -Question, Mr. 
Charles Devlin; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... Ste bad aa 


CANADIAN MaAiLts—GALWay As A Port oF CALL. —Question, Mr. Tully 
(Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... fara ant 


INDIAN ARMY—PRIVILEGE LEAVE AND FURLOUGH.—Question, The Master of 
Elibank (Edinburgh, Midlothian) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


CHEAP FARES FOR INDIAN OFFICIALS.—Question, the Master of Elibank ; 
Answer Lord George Hamilton ae Bee one exe rors 


British Troops 1x InpiA-—Orricers’ LEAVE.-—Question, The Master of 
Elibank ; Answer Lord George Hamilton... nie éee Sais 


LAND CONCESSIONS IN BriTISH CENTRAL AFRICA.—-Questions, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affaire (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


BRITISH ATTACHES TO THE JAPANESE ARMY.~-Question, The Master of Elibank ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne 


LUNACY AND DRUNKENNESS IN GLASGOW.-—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 
8.) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


WHISKY DIsTILLATION.——-Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


ScotcH WHISKY IN TiED Hovses.--Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie ; ths dis ise ade ae 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS-- DISTRIBUTION OF DUTIES.—Question, Mr. Hoult 
(Cheshire, Wirral) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie... oat ans vee ose 

LICENCE REDUCTION—ACTION BY WANDSWORTH JUSTICES.—Questions, Mr. 
Thornton (Clapham) and Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 8.W.); Answers, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s)... mer ssi 

Moror-Cak OUTRAGE AT WIMBLEDON.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney 
and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas... 

Post OFFICE—WaAGES COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 

MAGISTERIAL JURISDICTION.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; Answer, The 
Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 

Burtonport TRAIN DELAys.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W ); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W yndham, Dover) 


PLAINS OF BoyLE—RoscomMoN.—Questions, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham Sieh on eins _ ‘ wn 


SMERWICK PriER.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... sh a oa an ois 
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Cork Potice INguiry—MRr. RiorDAN’s FINE.—Questions, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien 
(Cork), Mr. Flynn — N. d and Mr. Crean viet senile amas Mr. 


Wyndham 


BURTONPORT .AND . LETTERKENNY RAILWAY. — Question, Mr. McFadden ; 
. 1403 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


M‘FARLANE'S ESTATE. Seen Mr. Dillon (May 0, E. )5 Answers, Mr. Wynd- 


ham 


IRISH ASSISTANT PRISON MATRONS. a Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.); 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SouTH SLIco PoLice.—Question, Mr. O'Dowd; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Page 


1402 


. 1404 


.-. 1405 


RosTREVOR DE£MONSTRATION.—Questions, Mr. Tully (Leitrim), Mr. T. M. 


Healy (Louth, N.), and Mr. MacVeagh ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 
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BoyLE—WorkKING CLAss Housine SCHEME. serena Mr. Tully ; Answer, 


Mr. Wyndham .. 


Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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TAXATION OF Foop Imports. an Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour . i ~ ant ie ae os on ion ... 1416 

IntsH LawD BrLL.—Question, Sir John Colomb — anions Answer, 

Mr. A. J. Balfour pre fone se ; sine .. 1416 

THE ILLNESS OF THE PopE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond anit E. 3 
Answer, Lord Cranborne ms ; ie se . 417 

3USINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Sir H. ee (Stirling 
Burghs) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour . 1417 

New Writ.—New Writ for the county of Durham (Barnard Castle Division), 
in the room of Sir sisal Whitwell Pease, Baronet, deceased. naw 
Herbert Gladstone.) ? « L407 

Prevention of Cruelty to Children nets. Bill edie —Read 
the first time; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. 

[Bill 264.] Be ae, sa . 1418 
NEW BILL. 

Municipal Corporations Bill.—‘ To amend the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882,” presented by Mr. Cripps : supported by Sir John Gorst and Mr. 
Bousfield ; to be read a second time upon _— and to be printed. 

[Bill 265.] ii Re wi . 1418 

Irish Land Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 43 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 22, line 29, to leave out from the word ‘estate,’ to end 
of line 30, and insert the words ‘agreed to be sold within five years 
after the commencement of this Act a bonus of fifteen per centum of 
the amount of the purchase money of said estate, such bonus to be 
paid upon the completion of the sale.’”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the clause.” 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.)... . 1418 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (ar. ynaam, Dover) .-» 1419 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ‘ ... 1420 
Mr. John duel (Waterford. ... . 1421 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... dea ide Se — “ae .-. 1422 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, line 42, to leave out from the word ‘either’ to the 
end of the line.”"—(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham ii ibe bo ae = a om ... 1422 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ees vs _ ~ ... 1423 
The ee »y General for Treland ( Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... 1423 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... on nt we oss on . 1423 
Mr. te (I “ork) ees iia bie ame ses eee -- 1425 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 





“In page 22, line 41, to leave out Sub-section 4.” *, Sharpe.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 4 stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham ai ro and ee saa ere oa we 1425 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 43, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 44 agreed to. 
Clause 45 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 23, line 11, at end, to add the words ‘No stamp duty 
or fee fund shall be char ged on any searches directed by the Land 
Commission or Land Judge in the Registry of Deeds, Registry of 
Titles, or Registry of Judgments.’ ”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 

Mr. Wyndham... nn ssi os és as ov we» 1425 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ss. suena tenes nee 1426 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 23, line 11, at end, to add the words ‘and stamp duty 
shall be payable on any conveyance or transfer of land purchased under 
the Land Purchase Acts, or Part II. of this Act, only in respect of the 
amount or value of the ‘consideration for such conveyance or transfer, 
and exclusive of the redemption value of the annuity payable to the 
Land Commission.’ ”—(Mr. O’Shee.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy... ine om “as on ss pate .» 1426 
Mr. Atkinson ain’ den a aes nr des ie -«- 1426 
Mr. Wyndham... sd ies ‘en fer _ _ w. 1427 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 45 agreed to. 
Clause 46 :— 
Mr. Butcher ee waa ‘di ig “a me be sos 2427 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 23, after line 29, to insert the words ‘ (4) In the case 
of all proceedings in relation to any lands sold in the High Court, or 
under the Land Purchase Acts, or any charges thereon, or any moneys 
realised thereby, if it appears to the Court that a trustee is, or may be, 
personally liable for any breach of trust, whether the transaction 
alleged to be a breach of trust, occurred before or after the passing of 
this Act, but has acted honestly and reasonably, and ought fairly to 
be excused for the breach of trust, and for omitting to obtain the 
directions of the Court in the matter in which he committed such breach, 
then the Court may relieve the trustee, either wholly or partly, from 
personal liability for the same.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Atkinson on ae ad a ahs ar — icc 24ST 
Mr. Butcher ee <P sie ia or a be sos LAST 
Mr. T. M. Healy sad si a is i eds A aw» pee 
Mr. Dillon... ree oe sii ee are ee is «os 1428 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 46 agreed to. 
Clause 47 :— 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) sal as roe on on ... 1428 


Amendment proposed-— 


“In page 24, line 38, after the word ‘Commission,’ to insert the 
words ‘and the President, for the time being, of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland, and.’ ”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Wyndham __.... _ wit sin dais - a ».. 1429 

Mr. Hemphill on ak ror ee ie ta na ... 1429 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... are — wae _ or was ... 1430 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir John Colomb ... oa _ dies en sla sas ... 1430 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 24, line 43, after the word ‘sale,’ to insert the words 
‘such rules shall be made by a majority, of whom the Judicial Com- 
missioner shall be one.’ ”—(Str John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Wyndham... soe - sans aw rm ‘is .» 1431 
Clause 47 agreed to. 
Clause 48 :— 


Amendments proposed— 
“In page 25, line 1, to leave out from the word ‘in’ to the first 
word ‘the’ in line 5.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


“In page 25, line 5, after the word ‘ Acts,’ to insert the words 
‘imposing a limit on advances,’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
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Amendments agreed to. 
Mr. Claney (Dublin ( a | 3 ee se fe eb ea ... 1431 
Mr. Wyndham... . wee ses bs a oie ... 1431 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 25, line 18, at end, to insert the words ‘ Provided also 
that this section shall not apply to the case of a former tenant, or « 
person nominated by the Land Commission as his personal repre- 
sentative, purchasing his former holding, or to the case of a tenancy 
created by the Congested Districts Board.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Dillon ... ies ae ron - ime ~ — ... 1431 
Mr. Wyndham _... re ne a ov ie sea ... 1432 
Mr. Clancy... ind saa sie se aie ar es ... 1433 
Mr. Tully ... oie ses m ‘a a sai ri ... 1433 
Mr. Wyndham — ne ay ise ne a we «> Bago 
Mr. T. M. Heaiy ... hoa si “a sin tr “i ... 1434 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 8.) ss sia are a ..- 1435 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 25, line 19, to leave out Sub-section 2.” 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 2 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham _... os vn ode és a ay . 1435 
Mr. T. M. Healy... - ass ina mo sé .. 1436 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 48, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 49 :— 
Col. Nolan (Galway, N.) ... a es ee Sia ibe ... 1436 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 25, line 39, to leave out Sub-section (¢).” —(Colonel 
Nolan.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub section (c) stand part of the clause.” 

Mr. Atkinson os we eis ek oF i bs, ..» 1487 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir John Colomb ... am = hin ee ie Ae ... 1437 


Amendments proposed— 
“In page 26, line 2, to leave out from the word ‘may’ to the 
word ‘ nominate ’ in line 8. 
“In page 26, line 12, after the word ‘otherwise’ to insert the 
words ‘or may cause the holding to be sold.’”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. Hemphill hn ni ve es - ies sols +. 1437 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. aa ols ja ee a pre .-. 1438 
Mr. Wyndham... ror ven or det _ vas .-» 1438 
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| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough)... in - 1439 
i Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, line 13, to leave out Sub-section 2.”—(Mr. Seymour 
Ormsby-Gore.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 2 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham ... ti ome re ve sats ine ... 1440 
Sir John Colomb ... as ues ve ee =i Ges ... 1440 
Mr. Atkinson ae ne ‘ve " Phe nee ae ... 1440 
Mr. T. M. Healy — a ee ie pee a ..» 1441 
Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore “se ok ati vai aan w. 1441 
Mr. Tully ... ios és Tit ile iss a _ ... 1441 
Mr Wyndham _ . ne oe es pe oe ... 1441 
Mr. O’Shee eke ase obs ree ns a van ... 1442 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, lines 15 and 16, to omit the words ‘ rateable value’ 
in order to insert the words ‘ purchase annuity.’ ”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to, 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, line 20, to insert the words ‘ within three months of 
the date of execution by the mortgagor or chargeant.’”—(Mr. O’Shee.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8S.) ... aide in és is ... 1443 
Mr. Butcher a ah lea vai ni vai ne .. 1443 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) ... eke adi ia ae ..- 1443 


Amendment moved—- 

“Tn page 26, line 22, at end, to insert the words ‘ (4) No writ of 
fievi fucias or other process of a Court shall be executed by seizure or 
sale of the estate or interest of any proprietor of a holding, not 
exceeding twenty pounds in rateable value, upon which he actually 
resides ; nor shall any judgment be registered as a mortgage against 
same, nor shall any such writ, or judgment, or judgment mortgage be 
registered as a burden affecting same under the provisions of the Local 

Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891.’”—(Mr. Hugh Law.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Wyndham... oe pia owe hott nis - .. 1444 
Mr. Dillon... aah aan ee ee sca aa ie ... 1444 
| Mr. O'Doherty i aad a ee ais ad ies ... 1444 
Mr. O’Shee... see a aa ban ee oe eat ... 1446 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The Marquess of Hamilton (Londonderry)... oe ibs ‘ei ... 1446 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 26, line 25, at end, to add the words ‘this section shall 
not apply to demesne or other lands resold or sold under Section 3 of 
this Act.’”—(The Marquess of Hamilton.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Dillon... nis sae ca ve bas ve end ... 1447 
Mr. Wyndham re ae Sa sabe eo wh ree wee 1447 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Mr. O'Shee ... a bi are ar hi sas ae .. 1448 


Clause 49 agreed to. 
Clause 50 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 26, line 26, to leave out the words ‘subject to a 
perpetual rent charge under this Act.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, line 30, to leave out the words ‘and the perpetual 
rent-charge.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 50, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 51 :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy .«.. on oa wink _ a sn . 1449 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 27, after Sub-section 5, to insert a new Sub-section ‘ (6), 
The fee to be prescribed by the Lord Lieutenant shall be payable by 
the Land Commission, in each case, to any official who gives informa- 
tion as is required by Sub-sections 2 and 3,’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Col. Nolan ... én er Si ee sats sic ne ... 1449 
Mr. Tully ... Ba ag dea vs nas _ ie ... 1450 
Mr. Wyndham '- es tae cis oa kes na ... 1450 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ind in si ses és i ... 1450 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 51 agreed to. 
Clause 52 :— 
ee ee ee ee ee ee 


Amendment proposed — 


. “In page 27, lines 41 and 42, to leave out the words ‘ not more 
than one year’s’ and insert the word ‘no.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 52 agreed to. 
Clause 53 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 28, line 4, to leave out Sub-section 1.”—( Mr, Dillon.) 
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Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 1 stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham .. 1451 
Mr. Dillon ... ... 1452 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ‘ns .-. 1452 
Mr. T. W Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... 1453 
Mr. Wyndham isi ... 1454 
Mr. O'Shee... —... . 1454 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... » 1455 
Mr. Atkinson P . 1457 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... . 1457 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 28, line 87, after the word ‘ reconsideration’ to insert 
the words ‘on any question other than one price.’ ”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 
(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham . 1458 
Mr. T. M. Healy .» 1458 
Mr. Tully . — . 1459 
Mr. T. M. Healy . 1459 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 54 agreed to. 
Clause 55 :— 
Mr. Butcher 1459 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 29, line 27, after the word ‘ Dublin’ to insert the words 
*(5) The expression “superior interest” in Section 31 Sub-section 8 
of the Act of 1896 shall include any reversion or remainder of the 
Crown expectant upon the determination of any estate in the lands 
sold to any person, and the price or compensation to be paid in respect 
of the redemption of the same shall be determined in the manner pro- 
vided by Section 31 of the Act of 1896 as amended by this Act in 
respect of superior interests vested in the Crown expectant on the 
determination of any lease or term.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted,” 
Mr Butcher... . 1460 
Amendment ruled out of order. 
Mr. Butcher 1460 
Amendment proposed. 
“In page 29, line 28, to leave out the word ‘ may,’ and insert the 
word ‘ shall.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ may’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham ++ 1461 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... . 1461 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 29, line 30, to leave out the words ‘ Land Commission’ 
and insert the words ‘ Judicial Commission.’ ”—(M7r. Butcher.) + 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Butcher - — we ad's me as ies ... 1463 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 29, line 35, at end, to add the words ‘(8) In all cases 
in which the Commissioners of Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues 
are parties to any proceedings in the High Court or the Land Commis- 
sion, the Court or Judge shall have power to award costs to or against 
said Commissioners.’ ”—(M/r. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Atkinson an eas Sik ag di ae nie ... 1463 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... bas wis wen iol én ao . 1463 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 55 :— 
Another Amendment proposed— 
“In page 29, line 35, at the end, to add the words ‘(8) Inall cases 
in which the Commissioners of Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues 
are parties to any proceedings in the High Court or the Land Commis 


sion, the Court or Judge shall have power to award costs to or against 
said Commissioners.” —(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy... wie si pes ens as eos .-» 1465 
The Solicitor General for Ireland (Mr. James Campbell, Dublin University) 1466 


Mr. Butcher We ... 1467 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ad sis re is pis ic .--» 1467 
Mr. Wyndham... a = io iad sa oe --» 1468 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 55, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 56 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 30, line 6, at end, to add the words—‘ (3) The trustees of 
any estate sold under this Act, or the Public Trustee may, after liquida- 
tion of all liabilities, on the application of the landlord or his representa- 
tives, advance out of the purchase money to the landlord a sum not 
exceeding one year’s purchase.’”— (Dr. Thompson.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 
Dr. Thompson sil _ ats ve oe in sae ... 1469 
Mr. Atkinson . 1469 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 56 agreed to. 
Clause 57 agreed to. 
Clause 58 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 30, line 28, to leave out the words ‘ Land Commission,’ 
and insert the words ‘ Judicial Commissioner.’ ”—( Wr. Butcher.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ Land Commission’ stand part of the 
clause.” 
Mr. 1. W. Russell ... .. 1469 
Mr. 7. M. Healy ... . 1470 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) eee 1472 


Amendment proposed-— 


“ In page 30, line 29, at end, to add the words ‘and in no case 
shall the redemption price of the superior interest to which any holding 
is subject (including the cost of proving the title to such superior 
interest) exceed the amount of the purchase money advanced in 
respect of such holding, exclusive of any percentage, payable to the 
vendor under Section 42 of this Act.’ ”—(Mr, Lonsdale.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Wyndham ee i aks eh nes A das ccs DE 
Mr. Flavin... 3 


. 1472 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) sos sh oe i oe ... 1473 

Mr. Kennedy, (Westmeath, N.) ... one ene am oe ... 1473 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... ve — . 1474 
Clause 58, agreed to. 
Clauses 59, 60, 61, 62, and 63 agreed to. 
Clause 64 :— 

Mr. Hemphill “oo a sos on ses oes si one S476 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 32, line 7, at end, to add the words ‘and any such 
determination shall have the effect of and be subject to the same right 
of appeal as a final order of the High Court.’”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 

Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 

Clause 64, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 65 :— 


Mr. William O’Brien (Cork) site bis ae whe me we L475 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 32, line 22, to leave out the word ‘seven,’ and insert 
the word ‘two.’”—(Mr. William O Brien.) 





Question proposed, “ That the word ‘seven’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham... win ei he “as ov se ... 1480 
Mr. William O'Brien ms ne ae da oe a. «es BAGO 
Mr. T. W. Russell bai oe shy ste aoa os ... 1484 
Mr. Dillon... ae oes ees sia psi a nae ... 1486 
Mr. Wyndham ae js tale sai nae ae ee ... 1489 
Mr. Tully ... jihad ea ‘ie me ove av nae ... 1490 
Sir John Colomb ... _— pie as a ioe win ... 1492 
Mr, O'Kelly (Mayo, N.) ... ‘aii ab — ‘aa ae a 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Metropolitan Streets Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for this day. 
NAVAL Works (CONSOLIDATED FUND).—Resolution reported, “That it is ex- 
pedient to make further provision for the construction of Works in the 
United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and to 
authorise the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of such sums, not ex- 
ceeding £7,996,000, as may be required for those purposes, and to make 
rovision for raising, in the manner provided by Section 5 of the Naval 
Vorks Act, 1895, the sums so issued by terminable annuities for a period 
not exceeding 30 years from the date of the borrowing.” 
Resolution agreed to. Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pretyman, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr, Arnold-Forster ... Bee .-. 1494 


Nava. Works BiLt.—* To make further provision for the construction of works 
in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal 
Navy,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 266.] ... ove “oe ... 1494 


Pusiic OFFICES (DUBLIN) (RE-COMMITTED) BiLL.—Considered in Committee ; 


Committee report Progress ; to sit againthis day... ia ie ... 1494 
Access 10 THE Hovse.—On the Motion for the Adjournment of the House, 
Col. Lockovood (Essex, r E ‘pping) eee eee eee eee eee eee 1494 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Por tsmouth) ... i aw owe 1495 
The Sccretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) ni hive .. 1495 
Mr. Speaker aia is wis sak sigs aay = ... 1496 


Adjourned at seventeen minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 7ta JULY, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 
North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply | [ H.L. ]. 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table ii sich sie ... 1497 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 7.) 


Beckenham Urban District oe _ —A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee sae — aa its , 


Wood Green Urban District pesenaae Bill. ieieiivan from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments.. : 


Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill; Wigan Corporation 
Tramways Bill ; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Great Northern 
Railway Bill ; Broadstairs Gas Bill. Reported with Amendments 


Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties settee Bill.-—Re senna 


from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill.—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the promoters do not intend to proceed further with the 
Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with ... 


Cheshire Lines Committee Bill; Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council 
Bill; Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Railway Bill; Highland and 
Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies Bill. Read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders ”" Bill. Brought from the 


Commons 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and 
referred to the Examiners 


Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill ae L. |. —Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments ... : mo Pee hae 


Local Government (Transfer of Powers) Bill.—Keported from the Standing 
Committee without further Amendment. The Report of the Amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole House to be received on Thursday next... 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill 
(No. 158) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill (No. 159). 
Zead 1"; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners es ; 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill. Read 3* (according to Order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.}.—Read 3* (according to 
Order), Amendments made ; Bill passed and sent to the Commons 


tout Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 17) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill. Moved, 
That the order made on the 16th day of March last, “ That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after Thursday the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2"; agreed to; Bills read 2* 
accordingly —«.. nid ‘an a aes ei wr bee ile 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of ieolaction ae ' 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 18) Bill. Committed to a Committee of the Whole House on eissaned 
next : ese . 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill.— House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments aie Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [1.1. ].— 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Bill; Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional 
Order Bill. Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ANKYLOSTOMIASIS.—Reports by Mr. T. R. Mulvany, His Majesty’s Consul- 
General at Dusseldorf, and Dr. F. Ph. Koenig, the British Vice-Consul, on 

the outbreak of ankylostomiasis in the Westphalian Colliery District in 
Germany. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Ho.tyroop PALAcE.—Keports and correspondence with reference to the sanitary 
condition of the Palace of Holyrood House. Presented (by Command), and 
to be printed. (No. 157) ‘a she des Fe me ey 

GAS AND WATER WorkKS FACILITIES Act, 1870.—Report, by the Board of Trade, 
as to dispensing with the consent of the Borden Parish Council in the case 


of the Mid-Kent Water Provisional Order. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table , see ‘es “ 


Motor-Cars Bill (#.1.}. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 1*.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


The Marquess of Granby 

The Eurl of Rosebery is 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 
The Earl of Mayo ... ; 


The Order for Second Reading was then fixed for Tuesday next. 


Allotments (London) Bill [1. ame —([Seconp READING.] Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading r 


Page 


. 1498 


. 1499 


- 1499 


1499 


. 1499 


. 1499 


. 1499 
. 1499 


+» 1505 
. 1505 
+» 1507 
. 1507 


Earl Carrington . ais 1508 
Moved that the Bill be now read 2*.—(£arl Carrington.) 
Lord Kenyon . 1509 
Lord Tweedmouth ... . 1510 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. ees ina _ 1512 
On Question, their Lordships divided : Contents, 11 ; Not-Contents, 50. 
Lunacy Acts (Amendment) London Bill [y.L.]—Srconp Reapinc.—Order 
of the day for the Second Reading read. 
Earl Carrington 1513 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2* —(Barl siiiinaiii 
The Lord Chancellor oo Earl of Halsbury) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee ‘of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 








FABLE OF CONTENTS. elxi 
July 7. | Page 
Elementary Education Amendment Bill.—-House in Committee (accord- 
to Order). 
Lord Bal fou of Burleigh see . tee . see ee .. 1516 


Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill [H.1.].—Read 3* (according to 
Order) and passed, and sent to the Commons ae oe wus ABEG 


Guinea Postal Orders Bill.-~lead 3° (according to Order), and passed... 1516 
House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock, to Thurs- 
day next a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, Tru JULY, 1903. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Birt [Lorps| STANDING OrpdERS Nor PreviousLy INQuirED [NTO 
CompLigp With.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Shropshire and 
Worcestershire Electric Power Bill { Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time = ¥ AR oo. 1596 





or 
_ 
~J 


Hampton Court Gas Bill. —Lords Amendment considered, and agreed to ... 1 


Baker Street and Waterloo ny eee of inane Bill. — Read 
the third time, and passed —.. se LORY 


Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences Bill {Lorps| ; iene Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords}.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time... nee ies eas CONT 


Aston Manor Improvement Bill |Lorps] (by Order).—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time... «as LONT 


Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh eaten. eta of t Time) Bill.— 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill, Standing Orders 211, 236, and 237 be 
suspended, and that the Committee of Selection have leave to appoint the 
Committee on the Bill to sit and proceed forthwith. —(.Wr. Caldwell.) 2... 1517 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill..—Ordered, That, in the case of the 
Kingston-upon Hull Corporation Pill, Standing Order 243 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now read the third time. (Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed —... ‘i cud w. L517 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands ({reland) Provisional Order 
Bill.—Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill. Read the 
third time and passed ... ‘eee ie te pits és ae soe, TERT 


samara Orpers.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee. 
“That, in the case of the North Western Electricity and Power 
Gas Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That 
the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 
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2. “ That, in the case of the North Metropolitan Electric Power ~— 


Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with hat 
the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

3. “That, in the case of the Taff Vale Railway Bill [Lords], Petition 
for dispensing with the Standing Order 129 in the case of the Petition of 
the Urban District Council of Mountain Ash against the Bill, the said 
Standing Order not to be dispensed with.” 


First two Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE From THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 
Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill, without Amendment. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill, with an Amendment. 
Cheshire Lines Committee Bill. 
Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council Bill. 
Grindleford, Baylow, and Bakewell Railway Bill. 
Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies Bill, 

with Amendments. 


Amendment to Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Kast 
Ham, ete.) Bill [Lords]. 


Amendments to British Gas Light Company (Norwich) Bill [Lords], 


without Amendment... #3 : 


as and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [l.orps].—Second Reading 
deferred till Thursday (Evening Sitting) os dia sa - 


Water Orders Confirmation Bull [Lorps].—Read a second time, and 
committed yet fe re or nie sa Me: aed ony 


Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill {Lorps]; Fife Electric Power Dill 
[ Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed... oa ‘ich wie aa ae mA ae * 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill.—Reported [ Provisional 
Order not confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table ue in ses 


PETITIONS. 
Cuurcu DisctpLinE BiLt.—Petition from Henfield, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ste 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiL_.—Petitions against: from Heywood ; Swinton ; 
and Kecles ; to lie upon the Table - —_ ee = - 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Dalkeith, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ANKYLOSTOMIASIS.—Copy presented, of Reports by Mr. J. R. Mulvany, His 
Majesty’s Consul-General at Diisseldorf, and Dr. F. Ph. Koenig, the 


British Vice-Consul, on the outbreak of Ankylostomiasis in the Westphalian 
Colliery District in Germany [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Gas AND WatER Works Facititizs Act, 1870.—Copy presented, of Report 
by the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consent of the Borden 
Parish Council in the case of the Mid Kent Water Provisional Order [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 241.] _ ees 


Page 


1518 


. 1518 


. 1519 


. 1519 


. 1519 
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TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES). Me presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Miscellaneous Series, No. 593 [by ariel to lie 
upon the Table .. ‘ a es 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERtEs).—Copies sail of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual Series, Nos. 3016 to 3019 [by nti to lie 











Page 


. 1519 


upon the Table .. . 1519 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
RE-ADJUSTMENT OF ECCLESIASTICAL ENDOWMENTS.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire) ; Answer, Mr Lees Knowles be ... 1520 
House oF COMMONS VENTILATION COMMITTEE—PUBLICATION OF REPORT.— 
Question, Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ... 1520 
WHEAT Exports FROM CANADA AND THE UNITED States.—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ... 1521 
RaiLway Faciuities 1n ANGLESEY.—Question, Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law am bad ies ‘ . 1521 
WueEat ImpoRTs INTO GERMANY.—Question, Colonel Denny ee nock 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law de sl ... 1522 
LAW OF VALUATION—INTRODUCTION JF Fresno LeGisLatTion.—Question, Mr. 
Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 1522 
PERFORMING BEARS IN PuBLIC STREETS.—Question, Mr. Brooke Robinson 
(Judley) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ‘a - -- 1522 
DisoRDERLY HOUSES IN SOUTHWARK. Siaentitie eins Norton ities 
W.); Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas . es so 1523 
IntsH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—CLERICAL STAFF.—Question, Mr. T. M. 
Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . ei oe 1523 
PETROL—SUGGESTED EXTRACTION FROM IRISH BEET AND POTATOES. cami 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; eect Mr. Wyndham ... 1524 
, Colonel vipa 
Quin ghee + Answer, Mr. Wyndham ne : ... 1524 
Extra PoLice AT BRUREE, CouNTY LIMERICK.—Question, Mr. veneer 
(Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr Wyndham a is i 1525 
ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AT ALDERSHOT REVIEW.— 
Question, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 1525 
Loxnpon UNIVERSITY—PosiTIONS OF ProFitT FOR MEMBERS OF SENATE.— 
Question, Mr. Corrie Grant Aiisintiianins Rugby) aie Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ai eS, a. Gemete .. 1525 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Reigious Instruction IN PuBLIC ELEMENTARY ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. 
Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford University) . 1526 


EpucaTioN RaTE—PAssIvE RESISTANCE.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, 





The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 1527 


Newry SEssiIONS—JURORS.—Question, Mr. MacVea eagh 1 (Down, 8.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) = 


eee 1527 
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Duspiin DETECTIVES AND THE CAMERA.—-Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ~ 


IrisH LocaL GOVERNMENT.— Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham we ; ~2 we 


Crime in County Loncrorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Irish Country Councr, Accounts.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


BALLYMOTE Farr Rent AppeALs.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Irish Lanp Biti—Derinirion or “ Occupters or LAND.”—Question, Mr. 
Thomas O'Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


HEAD RENT.—Question, Mr O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Cork MOopeL ScHoois.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham A Re 


JAPAN AND RussiA.-— Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home hgpelnet (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's 8). eu = a Be ae Sse e 


BUSINESS OF THE si cag ea Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.), Mr. Courtenay 
Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield), Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean), and Mr. Sydney as (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) Answers, The 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir A. Acland-Hood, Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) : 


NATIONAL EXPENDITURE.—Report from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence and an Appendix, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 242.] 


Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment Bill, con- 
solidated from Licensing (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill and Licensing 
Acts Consolidation (Scotland) Bill. —Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Trade, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 243.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 


| No. 243.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 207. | 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMAN’S PANEL).—Sir JAMES FERGUSSON reported 
from the Chairman’s Panel ; That they had appointed Mr. John Edward 
Ellis to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration 
of Bills relating to Law and Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure, at the 
conclusion of the consideration of the Prevention of Corruption Bill [Lords], 
in the place of Mr. Stuart-Wortley. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).— Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 


mittee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 


Peg 


1528 


1530 


1530 


1535 


1534 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. elxv 
July 7. Page 
Shipping, and Manufactures; Mr. Black, Colonel Denny, Mr. Charles 
Douglas, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Round, Mr. Eugene 
Wason, Earl of Dalkeith, and Mr. Young; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Mr. Burt, Mr. Dillon, Colonel Long, Sir William Mather, Mr. Ailwyn 
Fellowes, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Channing, Mr. Garfit, and Mr. O'Malley. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... oi dee sie oj ee ... 1534 





Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill [Lorps}.— Read the first 
time ; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 268.) 1554 


Irish Land Bill.— Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the chair. } 





Clause 65 : 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 32, line 22, to leave out the word ‘seven’ and insert 
the word ‘two. ”—-(M/r. William O' Brien). 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘seven’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ... a ve a me ... 1535 
Mr. Thomas O Donnell (Kerry, W. ) Ska ass oo vr ... 1536 
Mr. Roche (Galway, ee oe ee a ae be ... 1538 
Mr. William O Brien (Cork) ‘ zus + 1540 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland ( Mr. I] gratia, “Do rer) iad ... 1541 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) a a : ae is .» 1643 
Mr, William Redmond (Clare, E.) me ai ce aa wo. LOSS 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ... a = ee tie w. 1544 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 32, line 33, at end, to add the words ‘(4) The County 
Councils of the congested districts shall have the power to nominate 
two representatives to sit on the Congested Districts Board for three 
years, who shall possess the same rights and privileges as the other 
members of the Board.’”—( Dr. Thompson.) 





Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. T. M, Healy (Louth, N.)  .. er aw ni ‘a ... 1544 
Mr. O'Kelly (Mayo, VN.) ... : .. 1546 
Dr. Ainbrose (Mayo, IW.) ... af , ad 
Mr. O Doherty (Donegal, N.) . 1547 
Colonel Sannderson (Armagh, NV.) : _ 1549 
Mr, Dillon (Mayo, BR)... = g . 1550 


Sir John Colomh (Great Varin auth) 1 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... ; . 1k 
Mr. Wyndham —... sai — oe =f ? re 
Mr, Gilhooly (Cork Co., WV.) ] 
Mr. T. M. Healy KS 1 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 65 agreed to. 


Clanse 66 agreed to, 
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Clause 67 :— 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo W.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 33, line 5, at end, to add the words, ‘ All untenanted 
lands which become vested in the Board shall be offered by them for 
sale within two years after they shall have become so vested in parcels 
to tenants or proprietors of holdings not exceeding ten acres in area 
and £5 in rateable value each, on estates adjacent to, or in the neigh- 
bourhood of the said lands, or in case there shall be no such tenants 
or proprietors, then to any persons to whom the Board may lawfully 
sell land under the provisions of the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) 
Acts.’ ”—(Dr. Ambrose.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words he there added.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy na dia or = al 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 67 agreed to. 
Clause 68 ; — 
Mr. Tully 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 33, line 8, after the word ‘thereof’ to insert the words 
‘and any buildings thereon.’”-—-(Mr Tully.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr, Tully 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 33, line 10, to leave out the word ‘ten,’ and insert the 
word ‘twenty.’”—(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word ‘ ten’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Dillon ... 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 33, line 10, to leave out the words ‘acres in area and 
five.’ ”°—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham... ‘i re an aid on det Se 
Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 33, line 10, to leave out the words ‘ ten acres in area.’ ” 


-—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Dillon ... ea a as oe asa eh as ee 


Page 
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1561 
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1563 


. 1563 


1563 


1564 
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le : 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 33, line 12, after the word ‘land’ to insert the words 
1 ‘or to any sons of such tenants,’ ”"—(Mr, Dillon.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr, T. M. Healy ... til — isa ‘as ss ‘ne > 1564 
Question put, and agreed to, ‘ ' 
Mr O'Malley (Galway, Connemara) ws Ses vt a ... 1565 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 33, line 15, at end, to add the words ‘(3) When the 
Congested Districts Board, in exercise of any power vested in them 
under Section 44 of the Act of 1896, or otherwise, sell any parcels of 
land to tenants of small holdings or others, the cost of any improve- 
1 ments other than the cost of the building or rebuilding of houses 
) 


carried out by the Board upon any such parcel of land previous to 
such sale shall not be included in the estimate of the price to be paid 
for the same, and shall not be payable by the purchaser thereof, nor 
shall any money be payable by way of fine by any such purchaser to 
the Board upon such sale. (4) The Congested Districts Board shall 
each year, out of the income provided for them by the Congested 
Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, set apart the sum of £40,000 for the 
52 purposes of migration and settlement, as mentioned in Section 37 and 
Section 39, Sub-section 1 (a), of the Act of 1891, and for the enlarge- 
ment of small holdings under the powers conferred upon them by 
Section 44 of the Act of 1896 and this section in such proportions as 
they may determine And in case the sum of £20,000 a year referred 
to in Section 35 of this Act is paid to the Board such sum shall be 
applied by them to the like purposes only.’ ”—(Mr. 0’ Malley.) 


2) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


53 Mr. Wyndham __.... ee ib i nd am fis ... 1566 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. John 0 Donnell (Mayo, 8.) ... se aa ie a ... 1566 


Amendment proposed — 


—— 


“In page 33, line 15, at end, to insert the words ‘(5) No advance 

63 shall be made under any of the Land Purchase Acts for the purchase 
of a holding situated within a congested districts county in any of the 
cases—(a) Where the tenant does not reside upon the holding or with- 
ii one mile thereof; (b) Where the holding comprises pasture land 
more than 50 acres in extent, which in the opinion of the Congested 
Districts Board is suitable for the enlargement of existing holdings or 
for any of the purposes mentioned in Sub-section 1 (a) of Section 39 of 

| the Act of 1891.’” —(Mr John O’ Donnell.) 


| Question proposed, “That those werds be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham ae ies us isi cY ed ae 
Mr. Ki'bride oa se A ‘de ‘ me sid a 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause 68, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 69, 70 and 71 agreed to. 

Clause 72 :— 


Mr. O'Kelly on ve a ate ae iad si oe 2002 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 34, line 11, at end, to insert the words ‘ (2) Where any 
agricultural or pastoral land is for sale in a congested districts county, 
and the vendor is a person who may be dealt with as the owner of the 
land in accordance with the provisions of Part 1 of this Act or other- 
wise, the Congested Districts Board shall be entitled to a right of pre- 
emption of said land. .No person shall sell any such land to any 
person or persons other than the said Board, or enter into any agree- 
ment for the sale thereof without first serving within the prescribed 
time, and in the manner prescribed upon the said Board notice of his 
intention to do so. On receiving such notice the said Board shall, in 
case they determine to purchase the said lands for all or any of the 
purposes of the Congested Districts Board ({reland) Acts, serve upon 
the vendor thereof within the prescribed time and in the prescribed 
manner a notice of their intention to purchase the same. ‘The said 
3oard thereupon shall be entitled to purchase the said land for such 
sum as may be agreed upon, or, in the event of disagreement, may 
be ascertained by the Land Commission Court to be the true value 
thereof, and the sale shall thereupon be completed in the same manner 
in all respects as if it were a purchase by agreement by the said Board 
within the provisions of Section 72 of this Act. For the purposes of 
this sub-section, the true value of said land shall be ascertained by the 
Land Commission in the same manner as if it were a tenancy beiig 
sold to the landlord under the provisions of the Act of 1881, subject 
to such variations as the Land Commission may by rules direct. If 
the vendor fails to give the said Board the aforesaid notice of his 
intention to sell and proceed with the sale of the land to any other 
person or persons, the Land Commission may, if they think fit, upon 
application made to them within the prescribed time and in the pre- 
scribed manner, by the said Board, or by the County Council of the 
county in which the land is situate, declare the sale to be void. In 
ease the said Board, having received the notice of the vendor's inten- 
tion to sell, shall fail to serve the said notice of their intention to buy, 
then they shall be deemed to have waived all right of pre-emption 
under this section, and the vendor shall thereupon be entitled to sell ; 
the land as if this section had not passed.’”—( Mr. 0’ Avl/y.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Dillon... L57 
Mr. Wyndham i tes fe, a : es ie ee 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Creve) ... ak sia a. she wu. 179 
L157 
l 


Mr, 7. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 579 
Col. Nolan ... a sia ns Rae ise ies saa ... 1580 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.)... ~~ — we ses nee ... 1581 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. William OBrien Pe ads ‘ies sb ie wave ws BOG) 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 34, line 17, at end, to add the words ‘(3) In any case 
in which the Congested Districts Board, or the County Council having 
jurisdiction in a county comprising a congested districts county, shall 

» he satisfied that a letting of land for the purpose of pasture or an 
agreement for the agistment or temporary depasturage of land within 
said congested districts county has been made since the passing of the 
Act of 1891 with a view to defeating the purposes of Part IL. of that 
Act, it shall be lawful for said Board or said County Council to apply 
to the Land Commission Court to have said letting or agreement set 
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aside, and for this purpose notice of such application shall be served 
within the prescribed time and in the prescribed manner upon the 
parties to said letting or agreement, and the said Land Commission 
Court, after giving all the foregoing parties an opportunity of being 
heard and having considered all the circumstances of the case, may, if 
satisfied that said letting or agreement as aforesaid has been so made, 
make an order declaring same to be void as from the date of such 
order upon such terms as to costs or otherwise as to said Court shall 
seem just, and thereupon the Congested Districts Board shall have all 
such powers of purchasing the lands comprised in such order, freed 
and discharged from said letting or agreement, as are conferred upon 
them by the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, as amended by 
this Act for the purchase of lands whether compulsorily or by agree- 
ment.—(Mr, William O Brien.”) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. John Redmond a = = ie - ~~ .. 1583 
Mr. Wyndham... na ina ee pi ‘ oF ... 1583 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 72 agreed to. 
Clauses 73, 74, and 75 agreed to. 
Clause 76 :— 
Mr. Dillon ... nae nee pas os a aa Aa a. EOS 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 35, line 3, to leave out Sub-section 1.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 





Mr, Atkinson ie . 1584 
Mr. T. W. Russell.. . 1585 
‘ Mr. T. M. Healy . . 1585 

Mr. Dhillon . 1585 
Mr. Wyndham _... . 1586 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... . 1586 

1575 Sir. John Colomh . . 1587 

578 | Mr. Dillon aie . 1587 

179 Mr. T. M. Healy ... ; ' 1587 

L579 And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chairtomake 

pa his Report to the House. 

158 3 : 

; Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
_ EVENING SITTING. 


Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 





Clause 76 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 35, line 3, to leave out Sub-section (1).”—(A/r. Dillon.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. T. W. Russell... ses se ol we we oe .-. 1589 
Mr. Atkinson _ ins us ee ae bie .-. 1589 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N. ) . tin —- as en ... 1590 
Mr. Dillon ois aad abs ae ... 1591 
Mr. Swift MacN eill (Donegal, S. ) oF ; aed tea ... 1591 
Mr. Wyndham _.... ere site - “ad ... 1592 
Mr. Dillon... be te a ah i ‘ - ... 1596 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... i bei oe ab sed ee ... 1598 
Mr. Atkinson si cha i sah siti ~s at ... 1599 
(Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 35, line 13, to leave out Subsection 3.”—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. T. W. Russell ... io ook me a or ay ... 1600 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 35, line 20, to leave out Sub-section 4.”—(Mr. T. I”. Russell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the clause.” 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland)... " ... 1601 

The Solicitor-General atin Ireland - James es Campbell, Dublin University) 1602 

Mr. T. M. Healy .. oa frie -.. 1605 
(Question put and sata to. 

Mr. Dillon ae a nes “ ive ee see «oe 1007 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 35, line 20, to leave out the word ‘one,’ and insert the 
words ‘and Mr. Murrough O’Brien, two.’”—( Mr. Dillon. ) 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘one’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham... Bo ae — ssa rae bes ... 160& 
(Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 35, line 26, at end, to insert the words ‘and shall be 
entitled to a superannuation allowance calculated on a salary of two 
thousand five hundred pounds and otherwise in accordance with the 
provisions of the Superannuation Acts, 1834 to 1887.’” —(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words he there inserted.” 
Mr. Dillon ... ve ne ‘ Ks ss ae ‘er --- 1609 
Mr. Wyndham shee ba wee ae dats oak sisi ... 1610 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 35, line 26, at end, to insert the words ‘(4) The Right 
Honourable Frederick Stringer Wench shall, if he is nominated as an 
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Estates Commissioner, be paid, in addition to his present salary, a 
salary of £500 out of money provided by Parliament. (5) Murrough 
O’Brien, Esquire, one of the I.and Commissioners, and two Estates 
Commissioners, appointed by His Majesty, shall be entitled to super- 
annuation allowances in accordance with the provisions of the Super- 
annuation Acts, 1834 to 1887.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. W. Russell ... ae a = ais es eas ... 1612 
Mr. Wyndham ... al alk wt a pie er ... 1612 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... wid sa ade Bae ee adh ic SOS 


Clause 76, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 77 agreed to. 
Clause 78 :— 
Mr. Butcher (York) na nee win sit sh on ... 1613 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 35, line 34, at end, to add the words ‘ Provided that in 
the case of a holding the rateable value of which does not exceed £20, 
no appeal shall he allowed under this Act except on a question of 
law.’ (Mr. Clanry.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr Wyndham ei +e <a os oe ee = ... 1614 
Mr. Clancy ae a ote A at nee a4 ... 1614 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 78, agreed to. 
Clauses 79 to 81 agreed to. 
Clause 82 :— 
Mr. Tully ... a pes es ips si ans oe ... 1614 
Amendment proposed — 


“In page 37, line 15, to leave out the words ‘ other than a domestic 
or menial servant.’”—(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Public Offices (Dublin) (Re-Committed) Bill.— Considered in Committee, 
and reported, without Amendment. Bill read the third time, and passed... 1615 


Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill—Read a second time, and committed 
for thisday _... in on ‘ae “an wae na ae ... 1616 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorns].—Copy ordered, “ of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords].”— 
(Mr Bonar Law.) ve ve vr baa ae med see ... 1616 
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Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill | Lorps].—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Gas Orders Confirmation vom sa ane — 
(Mr. Bonar Law.) .- 1616 

Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill {[Lorps].—Copy ordered, “of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill 
{Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) ... ; ‘ . 1616 





Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Water Orders Confirmation Bill bese J i Vr. Bonar 
Law.) ; 


Adjourned at eight minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


END OF TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VoLUME CXXIV. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :— 


North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply—(Petition for Bill). 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


Dover Corporation Bill; Merthyr 
Tydfil Urban District Council Bill. Com- 
mitted. 


Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal 
Bill [H.L.}. Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill 
[H.L.]; Bristol Corporation Bill [H...] ; 
Salford Corporation Bill [H.L.]. Read 3°, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


[FouRTH SERIES. } 


Read 3%, with 
passed, and re- 


| Commercial Gas Bill. 
the Amendments, and 
| turned to the Commons. 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. 
| Read 3*, with the Amendment, and 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 


| Elementary Education Amendment 
| Bill; Out-door Relief (Pensioners) Bill. 
| Brought from the Commons. 

| Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
| 1) Bill [u.L.] ; Gas and Water Orders Con- 
‘firmation Bill [H.L.]; Charing Cross, 
| Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill ; 
| City and South London Railway Bill ; 
|Great Central Railway Bill; London 
County Council (General Powers) Bili ; 
Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Billi; 
Lancashire and Yorkshire and London 
and North-Western Railways (Steam 
Vessels) Bill. Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Lord Stewart of 
Garlies (£ Galloway) be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Earl Powis ; read, and agreed to. 


A 











Returns, 


Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tram- 
ways Bill [u.L.]; Brighton Corporation 
Bill [u.L.]; Bury and District Joint 
Water Board Bill [n.L.]; Education 
Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [H.1.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Bolton be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Lord Craw- 
shaw ; read, and agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 7) Bill: Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Gas) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order): Bills reported with- 
out Amendment; Standing Committee 
nggatived ; and Bills to be read 3* to- 
morrow. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill. 
House in Committee (according to Order): 
Bills reported without Amendment: 
Standing Committee negatived; and Bills 
to be read 3* on Thursday next. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) 
Bill. House in Committee (according to 
Order): Amendment made: 
Committee negatived : The Report of the 


Amendment to be received on Thursday | 


next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 


(No. 4 Bill). Read 3* (according to 
Order), with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Naval Works Provisional Order Bill. 
House in Committee (according to Order): 
Bill reported without 
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Standing | 


Amendment : ! 





Reports, ce. 
PETITIONS. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN 
AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
Petitions for abrogation of : of Roman 

Catholics in Plymouth (4); Devonport 
(2); Axminster; Barnstaple ; Bideford ; 
Chudleigh (2); Buckfastleigh; Dart- 
moor, Prince Town; Dartmouth; Ex- 
mouth; Honiton; Ilfracombe; Newton 
Abbot (2); Paignton ; Sidmouth ; Teign- 
‘mouth; Tiverton ; Torquay, St. Mary 
Church ; Totnes ; Bridport ; Chidcock ; 
Dorchester; Lyme Regis; Marnhull 
and Gillingham; Portland; Shaftes- 
bury; Sherborne; Shottisbury; 
Staplehill and Wimborne; Swanage ; 
Weymouth; Bodmin ; Camborne; Fal- 
mouth ; Launceston; Liskeard: Pen. 
zance; St. Ives; Saltash; Polperro; 
Truro; the Lizard; St. Columb and St. 
Magnam; and Gosport. Read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


DIVORCE BILL [H.L.}. 
Petitions in favour of: of persons 
signing (30); read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3001. United States (Phila- 
| delphia). 

No. 3002. Bulgaria. 

No. 3003. Turkey (Erzerum). 
| No. 3004. China (Nanking). 
| No. 3005. France (New Caledonia). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 16th June 
1903, granting a retired allowance to 
Henry Upton, sorter, Post Office, 
London. 


Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill | 


to be read 3* to-morrow. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [H.L.]. House in Committee 
(according toOrder): The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made : 
Further Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived: The Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 
| List of all pensions granted during 
the year ended the 3lst March 1903, 
and payable under the provisions oi 
Section 9 (1) of the Civil List Act, 1901. 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 
Abstract of the Accounts of Fines 


accounted for by the Registrar of Petty 
Sessions Clerks, for the year 1901. 








Army 
DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) 
AC'L, 1865. 
Accounts of receipts and expenditure 
under the Act, for the year 1902. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 
(Special Exception : Overtime, Christmas 
Card makirfg. ) 

Order, dated 18th June, 1903, made by 
th: Secretary of State for the Home 
Department with regard to the overtime 
employment of women in the making of 
Christmas and New Year cards. 


(Vangerous and Unhealthy Industries.) 
!, Report to His Majesty’s Secretary 
of State for the Home Department by 
Chester Jones, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, on 
the draft regulations (October 1902) pro- 
posed to be made for factories and work- 
shops in which the process of file-cutting 
by hand is carried on. 

II. Regulations, dated 19th June, 1903, 
made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department in pursuance of section 
19 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
19J1, for the process of file-cutting by 
hand. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


The evidence taken before the Joint 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered out 
except to Members of the Committee, 
and to such other persons as the Com- 
mittee shall think fit, until further order. 
(No. 124.) 


ARMY REGULATIONS, 


*Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I rise to 
call attention to the present Army Regula- 
tions in regard to the Staff College and to 
the appointment of officers to Staff and 
extra regimental duties, especially in rela- 
tion to officers above the rank of captain 
in the cavalry and artillery ; and to move 
that it is desirable, in the interests of 
the service, that opportunities should be 
given toa larger number of officers to 
pass thrvugh the Staff College for a 
shorter period than at present; that all 
officers on the Statf or extra regimental 
duty should be seconded ; and, further, 
that all, officers should return to their 
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regiments on promotion, or on the com- 
pletion of five years’ Staff or extra 
regimental service. With regard to the 
first point, that of the entrance and 


| period of instruction at the Staff College, 


it may be known to your Lordships that 
there are two ways only in which officers 
can enter the Staff College--the first is 
by nomination by the Commander-in- 
Chief without any examination what- 
ever, and the second by competitive 
examination after a period of “cram.” 
This period of “cram,” and the two 
years which officers have to stay under 
present circumstances at the Staff College 
mean two years and a half away 
from their regiments, and I cannot 
help thinking that it is rather late in 
the day when officers have been serving 
His Majesty for nine or ten years that 
they should be asked to go to school 
again and “cram”’ before they can go in 
for agpractical examination. After all, 
cramming, though a great benefit to 
some, is a great impediment to others. 
Those who are able to cram their brain 
without injury to themselves, and who 
are rapid writers, get an advantage 
over many who are, perhaps, practical 
and good officers and better soldiers 
There.ore I suggest that this period 
of cramming and this competitive 
examination should be abolished. I 
think that all officers who are carefully 
recommended to the Commander-in- 
Chief as fit and good officers to go to 
the Staff College and likely to make good 
Staff officers, ought to be allowed to go 
there without having to undergo this 
second schooling and this competitive 
examination. The cramming alone, if it 
were abolished, would save at least six 
months, but I should like the com- 
petitive examination done away with also. 
[ also think that the two years at the 
Staff College is a very much longer 
time than is necessary for men who 
ought to have a practical knowledge 
of most subjects, and who had passed a 
competitive examination before they 
entered the Army. 


But if that two years cannot be done 
away with in all cases, I venture to 


suggest, as an alternative course, that 


alter one year at the Staff College 
officers should go through an examina- 
tion, and those who prove that they are 


A2 


- 
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particularly and exceptionally proficient 
in special subjects, and likely to make 
good officers for the Intelligence Depart- | 
ment or for the Scientific Departments | 
of the War Office, should be allowed to) 
stay another year, on the understanding 
that they are to leave their regiments 
and to look in future for appointment 
on the Staff. 1 should also like to see 
other officers allowed to go to the Staff 
College to improve themselves in subjects 
in which they think they are deficient 
without having to undergo the whole of 
the course in all the subjects set down 
for them. The present system limits the 
number of officers who are able to go 
to the Staff College, and it also limits the 
number of officers available when a war 
breaks out to goto the front. It is 
notorious that at the commencement of 
the late war nearly every officer went 
away from the War Office on attive 
service, and left the Department with 
only new recruits to carry out work of 
which they knew nothing whatever ; and 
it is very creditable to the heads of the 
War Office that they carried on the 
work as well as they did; but | think 
there vught to be a sufficient num|er of 
Staff officers to supply the requirements 
of a war without removing those officers 
who are so much needed at that par- 
ticular moment in the position in which 
they have acquired most knowledge. In 
favour of my proporals I will quote 
words from Lord Selborne’s eloquent 
speech on Naval reform in this House. 
Referring to “competitive examina- 
tions,” the first Lord of the Admiralty 
said that— 

“These words have been invested with a 


halo of infallibility and democracy which I do 
not think they in the least deserve.” 


I believe from the cheers with which | 
that statement was received in this 
House, that your Lordships largely | 
agreed with my noble friend. But the’ 
noble Earl went further, and added 
that— 


“ He was not afraid of a system of nomina- 
tion carefully guarded.” 


Again | cordially agree with him, and I 
assert that the principle of education | 
which he laid down at that time as good | 
for the Navy is equally good and up-to- | 
date for the Army. Lord Selborne laid | 

Lord Heneage. : 
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in clear and emphatie terms 
that— 


‘*The principle of sound education is that 
all useless education should be eliminated, and 
that officers should be taught what they must 


| know and is of use to them.” 


I cannot understand why, if that is good 
for the Navy it should not be good for 
the Army also, and | venture to suggest 
to those who control the War Office that 
they should consider the plan that has 
been put forward by my noble friend tor 
the Navy. I do not believe myself in 
“cram’’ work; I believe that what is 
crammed is very easily forgotten. 


This system not only limits the duly 
qualified officers both in peace and war, 
but it prevents, what is more important, 
that constant interchange between Staff 
and regiment which, I think, would bea 
very great advantage to both. It is laid 
down, and I believe it is still continued in 
the edition of the Royal Warrant for this 
year, that Staff appoint nents are only jor 
five years, but everybody who knows any- 
thing about the subject knows perfectly 
well that that no longer refers toa period 
on the Staff after which officers must go 
back to their regiments, but simply to the 
period in the one office in which they are 
serving. Once on the Staff is always on 
the Staff now, and that is a very bad 
thing, in my opinion, both for the Staff 
and forthe regiments. In the first place 
it prevents the regiments from getting 
the advantage of highly educated officers 
coming back to them ; and, in the second 
place, it prevents the opinions of regi- 
mental commanding officers and others 
being made known to the War Office, 
because they have to filter through those 
who know very little about regimental 
The principle with regard to 
Staff College officers is not adhered to 
altogether. In our wars, even in little 
wars, regimental officers are constantly 
called upon. Officers who, it is thought, 
would be useful, are sent out to Africa 
and elsewhere when they are wanted, 
whether Staff College men or not. Then 
the halo of infallibility is quickly 
abandoned ; it is only with regard to 
snug berths and soft billets at home 
where this rule is inviolable. The officers 
on the Staff have greater opportunities of 
rapid promotion than regimental officers, 
and they gradually rise to the higher 
positions at the War Office without any 
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very great experience or knowledge oi 
regimental work. 
all the more desirable, in my opinion, that 


their subordinates should include officers | 


who are in touch and sympathy with 
regimental officers and men. 


But I do not desire to labour this 


question, as great changes have been | 


made in the Military Education Depart- 
ment. | turn tothe point in my Motion 
with regard to the non-seconding of 
officers above the rank of captain. By 
Regulation 26 of the Royal Warrant no 
officer above the rank of captain can be 
seconded. As your Lordships are aware, 
when an officer below the rank of major 
goes on the Staff he is seconded, and 
another officer is promoted to take his 
place; but when a major or lieutenant 
colonel is removed to Staff duty, his 
place is not filled up, but an extra 
captain is allowed to the regiment to do 
the duty of the captain who is perform- 
ing the work of themajor. This may be 
for Treasury reasons ; the Treasury save 
2s. a day in the case of cavalry majors, 
and 3s. 6d. a day in the case of battery 
majors, by not filling up their places when 
the officers go tothe Staff. These officers 
are, therefore, deprived of from £30 to 
£40 a year, for the years they are 
doing major’s duty. That is a great 
hardship, especially as these officers have 
great responsibilities. In old days the 
regiments were entirely bossed by the 
colonel, the adjutant, and the riding- 
master, but now every battery major and 
every squadron major is practically the 
commanding officer of his battery or 
squadron He is also responsible for the 
paying of the men, for the drill, for the 
mounting of the men, and for discipline, 
with an appeal only, if he gives punish- 
ment which is considered excessive, to 
the colonel commanding. These senior 
¢aptains are called upon for yearstoassume 
all these responsibilities, and perform all 
the duties, of majors without either the 
rank, pay, or position. Many regiments 
are deprived of one or more majors for 
years, and these Staff or extra-regimental- 
duty officers rarely return to regimental 
-duty again. I could mention cases, but I 
will not, where captains seconded on the 
‘Staff have become squadron majors and 
remained on the Staff unseconded. | 
could mention other cases where captains 
w ho have been seconded on the Staff have 
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‘come back as majors and again gone 


It therefore makes it | away to the Staff, leaving the captains to 


continue doing major’s duty. I think 
this is most unfair to the captains. 
During war time if an officer is taken 


for Staff duty he is graded accord- 
ing to the duty he has to do, and 


receives pay and rank accordingly. Why 
should not the same treatment be given 
to regimental officers as is meted out to 
the Staff? I think this is a suitable time 
to do justice to regimental officers, for I 
think every general officer and everybody 
who was in the South African war will 
admit thatit was to a large extent a 
regimental officers’ war, and they can no 
longer be considered inferior to Statf 
I ask those responsible for the 
Army to look at these questions with an 
open mind and not to allow themselves to 
be ruled only by opinions of Staff College 
men ; to give more facilities to regimental 
officers to make themselves proficient in 
any subjects without having to stay at 
the Staff College two years, and to do all 
they can to promote interchange between 
regiments and the Staff, and closer touch 
between the War Office and the views of 
regimental officers. 


Moved to resolve that, in the opinion of 
this House. it is desirable, in the interests 
of the Service, that opportunites should 
be given to a larger number of officers to 
pass through the Staff College for a 
shorter period than at present; that all 
officers on the Staff or extra regimental 
duty should be seconded ; and, further, 
that all officers should return to their 
regiments on promotion, or on the com- 
pletion of five years’ Staff or extra 
regimental service.—(7'he Lord Heneage.) 


The UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earv of Harp- 
WICKE): My Lords, | can assure the 
noble Lord that the matters to which he 
has drawn my attention have been 
receiving most careful consideration at 
the hands of the military authorities. I 
would remind him that the Secretary of 
State has recently created a new post at 
the War Office—that of Director-General 
of Military Education and Training, who 
of course has specially to deal with the 
various matters to which the noble Lord 
has referred. ‘The noble Lord stated 
that there were at the present time two 
means of entrance to the Staff College. 
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It is a small point, but perhaps I might 
as well make it clear, there are, as a 
matter of fact, three. There is, in the 
first instance, the competitive examina- 
tion. There are twenty-four vacancies 
in the Staff College each year, and the 
number of officers who are allowed to 
compete is unlimited. They are officers 
who have shown ability and a desire to 
make themselves proficient in Staff work, 
and who have received the approval of 
the colonel commanding their regiment 
to their working for this competitive 
examination. The recommendation of 
the colonel has to be endorsed by the 
General Officer commanding the Army 
Corps, and he submits their names to the 
Commander-in-Chief for approval. The 
second means by which officers can enter 
the Staff College is by nomination of the 
Commander-in-Chief. The Commander- 
in-Chief nominates each year eight 
officers who have shown themselves 
specially able and devoted to their duties, 
and he can also nominate any adjutant 
whose duties have brought him to the 
front in connection with the regiment to 
which he is attached. Then there is the 
third means, to which the noble Lord 
referred, namely, special distinction in 
Staff work on active service. Of course 
the noble Lord will understand that it 
is only when the opportunity arises for 
an officer to distinguish himself on 
active service that his mame can 
be brought forward, and that in 
times of peace those specially selected 
officers do not get the same chance as in 
time of war. 

The noble Lord has referred in terms 
of disapproval to the system of competi 
tive examination. He wishes to see 
officers allowed to pass into the Staff 
College without having previously to 
cram, and in futherance of his argument 
he quoted my noble friend the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. I do not fora 
moment wish to suggest that every word 
that the First Lord said has not got my 
most cordial support and the support of 
the military authorities, but I would 
point out to him that the Navy and the 
Army are carried on under entirely dif- 
ferent conditions. The naval officer is 
practically always on active service, and 
therefore it is not difficult for the naval 
authorities to see by practical observa- 
tion that an officer is doing well in his 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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work. On the other hand, the regi- 
mental officer, unless, as I have said, he 
is engaged on active service, does not 
have the opportunity of showing his 
capacity for Staff work, and though we 
have a system of nomination for officers 
who have distinguished themselves in 
Staff work on active service, we are 
obliged to adhere to some form of ex- 
amination for officers to show their 
capacity before they are allowed to pass 
into the Staff College. If the nobie 
Lord’s suggestion were adopted and a 
great many more regimental officers 
allowed to pass through the Staff College, 
we should be placed in this dilemma, that 
we should have a very large number of 
officers passing through the training 
necessary to qualify them for Staff work 
and we should not have the Staff work 
to give them. It seems to me obvious 
that if we increase the number of 
officers entitled to claim to serve on the 
Staff it would be necessary to largely 
increase the number of officers employed 
on the Staff. Otherwise you would have 
officers qualified for whom there was no 
employment, and that would not recetve 
any favour at the hands of the officers 
themselves. I would like to inform the 
noble Lord of the number of officers who 
have passed through the Staff College in 
previous years. InJuly, 1884, there were 
at the Staff college forty-four students ; 
in July, 1889, there were sixty-five ; in 
July, 1894, sixty-four; and in July, 
1899, sixty-seven. The noble Lord will 
see that the number has been steadily 
increasing. We hope shortly to be alle 
to allow eighty officers to be at the Staff 
College at one time; and it is under 
consideration whether or not it would be 
possible, with the accommodation avail- 
able at the Staff College, to increase 
that number still further; but I am 
afraid I cannot hold out to the noble 
Lord any hope that we shall be able to 
do away with some form of examination 
for entrance into the Staff College. The 
officers who join the Staff College are 
now all seconded, and though they are 
not seconded for the period which they 
have to devote to preparing themselves 
for the entrance examination, that has 
not been found to interfere greatly with 
the efficiency of the regiment. 

The noble Lord considers that the 
course at the Statf College is too long, 
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He thinks that it would be better if, 
instead of a two years course, officers 
were allowed to pass out at the end of 
the vear, having made _ themselves 
proficient in only certain subjects. I am 
afraid that is not the view that is held 
by the military advisers of the Secretary 
of State on this subject. The course at 
the Staff College has lately been consider- 
ably changed. 
South African War have enabled the 
authorities to seein what special subjects 
it is necessary that officers should make 
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the figure. It would not cost more than 
£3,000 or £4,000. 


| 


THe Eart or HARDWICKE: I will 
| give the exact figures. I have them here. 
| If the majors and captains were seconded 
|it would cost—in the cavalry, £3,400 ; 
}in the artillery, £4,300; and in the 
| infantry, £24,100 a year. 


The experiences of the | 


| *Lorp HENEAGE: I did not raise the 
| point of the infantry, because infantry 
| majors have no work to do. 


themselves proficient, and [ would point | 


out that the course for the first year | 


includes military history, strategy, 
tactics and administration, topography, 


law, and riding; and in the second | 


year that is supplemented by the study 
of Imperial defence, reconnaissance, the 
working out of problems, both adminis- 
trative and purely military and 
strategical, etc. In addition to that 
officers have to make tours of instruction, 
visiting battlefields, ete., under military 
tuition, and they have also to go through 
a course of instruction in other arms 
than that in which they are themselves 
employed and to learn modern languages. 
It is not considered possible that this 
course could be adequately gone 
through under the period that has 
been laid down, namely, two years. 
The noble Lord says that all officers on 
the Staff or extra regimental duty should 
be seconded. I admit that there is a 
great deal to be said, from the point of 
view of military efficiency, for the 
argument that the noble Lord advances, 
but [ would point out to him that it is 
not a matter that has been pressed by 
the military authorities, for this reason— 
they are aware that to give effect to 
the change the noble Lord proposes 
would be a very expensive matter. They 


agree that, in view of the questionable | 


advantage that might be gained, it would 
not be to the advantage of the Army as 
a whole to take a sum of £35,000 out of 
our Military Vote to carry out this change, 
and perhaps to deprive some other branch 
of the service of this sum of money. 
The noble Lord is particularly anxious 
that this change should affect only the 
cavalry and the artillery. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: I think the noble 
Earl must have added an extra “0” to 


_ THe Eartor HARDWICKE: Though, 
of course, it is not impossible to make 
| such a change, and to make it applicable 
‘only to the cavalry and artillery, [ am 
| afraid that from the point of view of the 
military authorities it would be undesir- 
able to distinguish in a matter of this 
kind between the infantry and the cavalry 
and artillery, and it is perfectly clear that 
if we made the change it would have 
to apply to the Army as a_ whole 
and not to the particular branches 
to which the noble Lord refers. Then 
the noble Lord urged that it was 
desirable that all officers should return 
to their regiments on promotion, or on 
the completion of five years Staff or 
extra regimental service. The noble 
Lord said * Once onthe Staff always on the 
Staff,” and he pleaded for a greater inter- 
change between officers on the Staff and 
officers serving in regiments. The noble 
Lord will be glad to hear that his sugges- 
tions have already been adopted by the 
War Office. It is laid down, and the 
practice is rigidly adhered to, that every 
otticer after five years on the Staff is to 
go back on the completion of the five 
years to his regiment. I may even say 
that the appointments are for three years 
and five years, so that after three years 
in many cases officers will return to their 
regiment, but in no case will they remain 
after five years. Of course this does not 
apply to full colonels who have left their 
regiment, but so far as junior officers are 
concerned they will always return, as [ 
have said, after five years. The noble 
Lord further asked that they should 
return to their regiments on promotion, 
but it would be impossible for officers to 
return to their regiments immediately on 
promotion. I hope the noble i.ord is 
satisfied generally with the tenor of my 
remarks, and that he will not think it 
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necessary to press his Motion to a divi- 
sion. Staff officers are not separate in 
any way from the regimental officers ; 
they are only the best officers coming to 
the front by examination and by their 
desire to get on in their profession. The 
services of regimental officers have been 
recognised during the late war, for out 
of some 2,000 rewards given for service 
in South Africa, 1,800 went to regimental 
officers and only 200 to officers who had 
passed through the Staff College. 
think that must appeal to the noble Lord 
as a conclusive argument that the War 
Office have not in any way disregarded 
the services of regimental officers who 
served in South Africa. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: After the explana- 
tion that has been given by the noble Earl 
I shall withdraw my Motion. I only 
desired that the question should be fairly 
discussed. 
that I did not mean to infer that regi- 
mental officers had been overlooked. 
Three-fourths of the officers who served 
on the Staff during the late war were not 
Staff College men but regimental officers 
who had been taken away from their 
regiments and not seconded. The reason 
why I refer to artillery and cavalry 


majors is that they are to all intents | 


and purposes the commanding officers of 
their batteries and squadrons, whereas 
the rank of major is merely a titular 
rank in the infantry without any respon- 
sibility whatever. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


THE CONDITION OF HOLYROOD 
PALACE. 
*THE EakL or LEVEN anno MELVILLE, 
who had given notice, “To ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether Mr. 
Fellowes, representing His Majesty’s 
Government, is correctly reported as 
having said on 21st April that the Lord 
High Commissioner's decision not to 
inhabit Holyrood Palace had come as 
a great surprise to the Office of Works, 
and to inquire what steps will be taken 
to improve the condition of Holyrood 
Palace as a fit residence for the 
Sovereign or his representative; and 
to move for Papers.’’ said: My Lords, 
before I put the Question of which I 
have given notice, I would ask your 
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[ can assure the noble Earl | 
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Lordships’ indulgence while I say @ 
few words as to the circumstances 
which have led to it. Your Lordships 
may remember that about two months 
ago a notice appeared in a leading 
paper, the Scotsman, that I, as His 
Majesty’s Lord High Commissioner to 
the Church of Scotland, would not reside 
this year in Holyrood Palace. This 
brought about a storm of correspondence 
in the Press and speeches in Parliament. 
| may say that the attacks were almost 
as vigorous as they were numerous. 
|The correspondence may be summed 
up under these two heads—first, that 
| I have deserted and abandoned Holyrood 
lightly and without due reason; and, 
| Secondly, that I have done so without 
| communicating my decision to His 
| Majesty's Government. My position, 
|representing His Majesty, is a high 
one. I feel that the right place to 
meet these accusations is your Lord- 
|ships’ House, and I should like to be 
| allowed a few words to describe, as 
/far as I can, the office which I have 
|the honour to hold. It less well 
| known this side of the Tweed than 
|L could wish. The Lord High Com- 
|missioner’s appointment is an annual 
|one, usually made about the month of 
March, and his duties are primarily to 
represent the Sovereign at the great 
‘General Assembly of the Church of 
| Scotland, which meets every year to 
| carry out and to look after the interests 
| of that Church. He opens the Assembly 
|and attends its sitting as a rule every 
| morning, and he continues during the 
whole of its session, which generally 
last about twelve days, to attend until 
he dissolves the Assembly at the close 
of its labours. 





is 





That is the sum-total, I think, of his 
actual duties. But in addition to these 
actual duties a great deal of extra work 
has grownup. It has become the cus- 
tom to entertain very large numbers at 
dinner. Many years ago it was a very 
much smaller matter. I have heard that 
fifty or sixty years ago the appointment 
was a comparatively lucrative one. 
I find from Dr. Ramsay, who for 
many years was Purse- bearer to 
the Lord High Commissioner, that in 
the year 1852 a relative of the noble 
Lord on my right was then Lord High 
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Commissioner and he was the first 
tu get leave to have rooms in Holyrood 
Palace. Up to that time it had been 
the custom to entertain some leading 
men in the General Assembly at one of 
the hotels of the town. My own 
ancestors, I believe, who during the 
isth century were there for over thirty 
years, went about in Bath chairs and 


dined at pothouses wherever they had | 
Lord Belhaven, how- | 


an Opportunity. 
ever, got leave to go to Holyrood, and 
a: this was somewhat further off than 
the inn at which he had been accus- 
tomed to entertain, he invited the Lord 
Provost and a few others to dine with 
him there. That was the way 
the dinners began. They grew in the 
course of time until they averaged 
between 300 and 400 people in the 
twelve days. But by degrees that has 
grown and grown until, when i had the 
onour of being first appointed, some- 
thing like 1,200 people came to dine in 
the twelve days. I do not complain; I 
iierely mention the fact. It is a very 
pleasant thing and I enjoy it very much, 
but it ought to be understood that this 
is the case. Jn addition to that, we have 
large assemblies in the evenings which 
represent, as a rule, 600, 700, or 800 per- 
sons, according to the number of people 
who happen to bein Edinburgh. That is 
probably about the sum-total of what 
the entertainments really amount to, 
but your Lordships will readily see that 
entertainments of this size require a 
very large staff of servants. They 
cannot be carried on without a very 
large staff. During the last six years 
my household | ving in the house has 
averaged something like sixty or seventy, 
with thirty or forty more who are there 
all day long and in the evening. That 
puts a great strain upon any drains. 
It is not like an ordinary household of 
twenty, thirty, or forty people. 

I have already said tha’ my appoint- 
ment is usually made in the month of 
March. The General Assembly sits in 


the middle of May, and the two months | 
which elapse constitute a very short | 


time in which to make the very large 
contracts necessary to carry out these 
entertainments. 
Secretary for Scotland a gentle hint that 
if the appointment could be made a 


little sooner it would prevent rather | 
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‘serious handicapping of the Lord High 
Commissioner, who has to make these 
‘contracts in a short time, and is some- 
times troubled with the difficulty of 
getting them done. Consequently, this 
year, with the view of enabling me to 
make these contracts more easily, | was 
appointed about the last week ot 
February. It was not until the 17th o! 
March that I happened to hear, while i 
was in London, on what I thought was 
sound authority, that there was really 
a serious question about the drains at 
Holyrood. Within half-an-hour I went 
to the Chief Commissioner of Works and 
asked him if he would be good enough 
to let me see the Report which I under- 
stood had been obtained as to the condi- 
tion of the drains. Lord Windsor received 
me most cordially, and said it was 
perfectly right and that he would send 
me the Report next morning. On the 
following day, the 1sth of March, that 
Report had not arrived. I had made 
arrangements to go abroad on the 19th, 
and, as I did not want to trouble my 
noble friend, I wrote an urgent letter 
to the Secretary of the Office of Works, Sir 
Schomberg M‘Donnell, to the effect that 
these large contracts which were already 
being negotiated by my Purse-bearer were 
hanging in the air, that if I could not 
go to Holyrood they must be cancelled, 
and that it was, therefore, an urgent 
matter. On the 19th I received no 
Report, but I got a note from Sir 
Schomberg M'‘Donnell in which he 
said— 

“There is no danger for you or your house- 
hold. It would be very different with the 


King with his Court. Under such conditions 
the existing drainage would be inadequate. 


But as I have something like seventy or 
eighty people in iay household, and 
thirty or forty more there all day long, 
it appeared to me that even His Majesty 
could not fill the Palace very much 
more than I did, and that what was 
quite inadequate for His Majesty and 
his Court might perhaps not be quite 
safe for me. On the 19th I had to 
leave England, and I wrote again. [ 
have no doubt that my noble friend 
will give some explanation ; but, though 
I continued writing first to the First 
Commissioner of Works, and then to 
my noble friend the Secretary for 
Scotland, it was not until the 30th that 





19 The Condition of 


I received extracts from the Report. 
Lord Windsor, with the kindness which 
always distinguishes him, telegraphed 
that the Report should be sent at once. 
That was on 25th March, but, as I say, 
I did not receive the extracts till the 
30th. The matter was, therefore, at 
that moment of quite extreme urgency. 
Contracts representing £600, £700, or 
£800 were hanging in the air, and I had 
to decide one way or the other at once. 
Sir Schomberg M*‘ Donnell suggested that 
I should get an independent Report. It 
was perfectly impossible for me to let 
these things hang up while I got this 
independent Report; moreover, I did 
not see why I wanted an independent 
Report. 


After receiving the extracts on 30th 
March I wrote on the same day to Lord 
Windsor at the Office of Works, and to 
Lord Balfour as Secretary for Scotland, 
asking if they thought it necessary to 
convey a message to His Majesty to 
express my extreme regret that | could 
not reside at Holyrood. I gave them 
briefly my reasons. What I said was 

“These drains appear to be very defective. 
There is a public sewer at one end, and they 
open into bedrvoms at the other. Under these 


circumstances, | ought not to put a great 
crowd of people ito the Palace.” 


I did that entirely on my own respon- 
sibility. Nobody else had anything to 
do with it. That was on 30th March, 
and you will understand my surprise 
when I came home to find that on 
21st April, three weeks afterwards, 
Mr. Fellowes was reported to have said, 
in reply to Mr. Dewar, the Member ‘or 
Inverness-shire, that the question of my 
not living in Holyrood had created great 
consternation in Scotland, and had 
come as a great surprise to the Office of 
Works. I cannot say when they re- 
ceived my letter of 30th March, but | sent 
it through my Purse-Bearer, and I do not 
think he could have delayed it many days. 
At any rate, the letter to the First 
Commissioner was despatched at the 
same time and in the same way as the 
letter to Lord Balfour which the latter 
acknowledged on the 11th of April, ten 
days before Mr. Fellowes’ speech. I 
think Lord Windsor will agree that I 
have some reason to ask, first of all, 
what was the cause o! the delay in send- 
ing the Report, and, secondly, how it 
The Earl of Leven and Melville. 
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came to be such a surprise to the Office 
of Works. There may be some doubt 
as to the precise words Mr. Fellowes 
used, because, although | have referred 
to Hunsard, | find he is not reported in 
the first person. But there can be no 
doubt as to the meaning of his words, 
because I find it from several speeches 
and articles which appeared afterwards. 
Mr. Dewar asked the question, Mr. 
Fellowes replied to it, and immediately 
afterwards: Mr. Shaw, the Member for 
the Border Burghs, said— 

“The Government say they are very much 

surprised.” 
Mr. Weir said the Government ought 
not to come down and tell the House 
that they were surprised, and Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman said— 

‘Lord Leven, I believe, was in constant 
communication with the Government,” 
and the Prime Minister replied— 

‘1 believe that is not so.” 

On 22né April Sir John Stirling-Maxwell 
brought the question up in another 
place, and Mr. Fellowes replied ; but he 
did not retract anything as to this great 
surprise, and there appeared in the 
Scotsman on the 23rd, an article saying— 

“We have been assured that until the un- 
official statement was made in our columns on 
17th April no Minister or Government Depart- 
ment had heara of Lord Leven’s intentions. 

I have Lord Balfour's acknowledg- 
ment of my letter, dated the 11th. 
The Scotsman on the 23rd went on to 
say— 

‘What Mr. Fellowes does say is that it is a 
great surprise tu the Office of Works to hear 
that Lord Leven is not going to reside at 
Holyrood.” 

The same paper on the same day 
said — 

“Lord Leven forgot the people and he 
forgot’ the Secretary for Scotland and his 
colleagues. ’ 

Very vigorous language was used, and 
I think it is fair that the explanation 
should be made as publicly as the state- 
ment which was made in another place. 


I leave that now, and come to the 
second indictment, which accuses me, 
without due cause, of having neglected 
and abandoned the ancient Palace of 
Holyrood. In many of these letters 
and speeches it was stated that | was 
thereby insulting the nation, showing 4 
most offensive indifference to the Church 
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and the Assembly over which I pre- | 
sided, and violating ancient traditions. | 
I did not readily leave Holyrood Palace. | 
I left it with most extreme regret, but | 
in the face of the Report which I re-. 


ceived I felt that | had no option but to 
leave. 


the Report showing that of the thirty- 
two water closets in the Palace nineteen 
would have to be removed or altered; 
several of these were in the walls of 
bedrooms, and one discharged into a 
rain-pipe. Some of the scullery sinks 
were also described as defective, and, 
apparently, discharging direct into the 
main drain. Reference was also made 
to unventilated pan-closets in walls 
adjoining bedrooms. 

Continuing, his Lordship said: Of 
course, if the external arrangements had 
been very perfect a good deal might 
have been done by vigorous flushing. 
But when | come to the external drains 
I find that the Report states that the 
present outfall sewer of the Palace is 
built of rubble and very imperfect, that 
its level is too high to permit of a safe 
fall for the drainage of the Palace, and, 
as a consequence, the drains very quickly 
become choked. I did not think that 
was a house in which to put four or five 
scores of people. It is quite true that 
for five years previously I had lived 
there, and my predecessors had lived 
there, and that we had had no illness; 
but drains every year get a year older. 
Besides that, there was the additional 


strain upon them this year in that His | 


Majesty was coming to Edinburgh the 
week previous to the General Assembly. 
You will readily see, therefore, that the 
danger was in increasing ratio. I do not 
think I am fairly subject to any great 
indignation from my countrymen or 
anyone else because I declined to put 
a large number of people into a house in 
that condition. The number of people 


themselves constitute a source of danger. 


The scullery refuse alone, owing to the 
enormous number of meals prepared in 
the Palace, would have been enough to 
choke most drains ; however efficient. I 
entertain at regular dinner 
about 1,200 people in the twelve 
days, and then I have 100 people in the 


house during that time, each eating. 


three meals a day at least, which makes 


{22 JUNE 1903} 


parties | 


Holyrood Palace. 92 


3,600 more meals, or a total of 4,800 mea!s 
in the twelve days. Besides that there 
are the stables and the military band of 
thirty or forty men. It seemed to me 
that this was a serious matter. It ap- 
peared to bea dangerous thing to do, and 


| I decided at once that I would not do it, 


. . | and I communicated my decision to the 
His Lordship then read extracts from | . 


Secretary for Scotland and to the First 
Commissioner of Works at the earliest 
possible opportunity. 


I now come to quite a different subject, 


|The announcement was made in the 


Scotsman of the 17th of April. It was 
due to the extreme delay of getting the 
Report that all thetrouble and correspond- 
ence took place. The news that | was 
not going to Holyrood leaked out when 
the contracts began to be cancelled. The 
Scotsman on the 17th sent to the Purse- 
bearer and asked for an official announce- 
ment of what we were going to do—was 
I going to be in Holyrood or not. The 
Purse-bearer said it was impossible for 
him at that moment to give any official 
announcement as the contracts were 
not completed. I suppose the Scotsman 
could not wait, for next morning the 
article appeared. I do not know that I 
need trouble your Lordships with the 
letters and speeches, but some of 
them were rather amusing .One man 
said that my salary ought to be taken 
away, and that he was sure that it was 
from motives of economy that I did not 
go to Holyrood. He said— 

** Lord Leven ought to face typhoid because 
he is paid for it.” 
I suppose he did not know that my 
allowance only covers about two-thirds of 
my expenses. In fact, I really live at 
the rate of £90,000 a year for the twelve 
days. Another correspondent wrote— 

*« His not to reasov why, 
His but to sniff and die.” 

A third said that in dining elsewhere I 
was violating ancient traditions. Well, 
till within the last fifty years they always 
did dine elsewhere. Some of the critics 
were perhaps a little vicious. These 
correspondents seem to think that their 
mission in life is to go about stinging and 
showing up people without any particular 
reason. They remind me rather of the 
old lady’s remark in regard to fleas. “I 
don’t object to fleas,” she said, “but I 
don’t like the way they get their living.” 
I have no fault to find with the critics. 
One thing is plain ; they have evoked the 
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national feeling, the passionate desire that | debate myself, but I find from Hansard 


Holyrood should be maintained. 
spot throbs with historic memories ; there 
is no place which appeals so strongly to 


our national sentiment and patriotism. | 


On the site of the ancient Abbey, a 
cradle of the Church, a sanctuary and 
place of refuge through centuries of 


strife and turmoil, it is like sacred 
ground. Beneath the shadow of that hill, 


those towering crags, the landmarks of the 
capital, at the foot of perhaps the most 
interesting street in the Kingdom, still 
beautiful in the quaintness of its ancient 
homesof Scotland’s nobility, dominated by 
that castle whose history is the nation’s 
history, the Palace of Holyrood stands 
splendid in its quiet dignity. I do not 
plead on my own behalf. [ask on behalf of 
the Scottish nation that this ancient monu- 
ment should be maintained and handed 
down to future generations as the home of 


That | that Mr. Fellowes said— 


“He knew that the question had created 
great consternation in Scotland, and he might 
say, on behalf of the Board of Works, that 
what they had heard and seen during the last 
two or three days had come as a great surprise 
to them.” 


|That I take to mean that the con- 


sternation and the outcry in the 


| Scotsman was what occasioned tie Office 


theScottishSovereign. The PapersI move | 


for are a plan of the Palace of Holyrood 
House as it now exists, along with full 
reports showing the internal sanitary 
arrangements and water supply, and the 
external drainage system as existing to- 
day, and a report showing what is pro- 
posed to be done to make them good, and 
a detailed estimate of the cost. 


Moved that there be laid before the 
House—1l. A plan of the Palace of 
Holyrood House as it exists; 2. A full 
report, showing—(«) The internal sani- 
tary arrangements and water supply, 
and its external drainage system as 
existing to-day; (4) A report showing 
what is proposed to be done to make 
them good, and a detailed estimate of 
the cost.—(7he Earl of Levenand Melville.) 


*THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Lord Winpsor : My Lords, 
1 should like to say at the very outset 
that I regret it extremely if anything 
lus been said on behalf of the Office of 
Works which should give the impression 
for one single moment that I wish to 
transfer any blame which ought to rest 
upon myself to the shoulders of my 
noble friend. That, 1 am sure, he will 
vequit me of; it is the last thing I should 
attempt. 
has misinterpreted the answer that 
was given in the other House by 
Mr. Fellowes. I did not hear the 


The Earl of Leven and Melville. 


of Works great surprise. The Prime 
Minister, too, afterwards said in the 
same debate that it had never occurred 
to him that the fact that the High 
Commissioner thought it safer in the 
existing condition of the drains at 
Holyrood to live in an hotel would be 
the cause of an outbreak of national 
sentiment. That was certainly what 
the reply of Mr. Fellowes was intended 
to mean; but if the language was 
ambiguous | repeat that I regret very 
much that it should have been so 


‘interpreted, and that the noble Lord 


But I think that he really | 


has any justification for thinking that 
blame has unduly been put upon his 
shoulders. There are one or two points 
in his speech that I must refer to 


briefly. I venture to think that J can 
show the House and the noble Earl 
that his grievance is against the 


Scotsman, and not against His Majesty’s 
Government I should like to say a 
word with regard to the delay in giving 
the noble Earl the Report upon which the 
Office of Works acted in recommending 
that the state of the drainage in Holyrood 
Palace was not such as could justify His 
Majesty occupying the Palace during his 
last visit to Edinburgh. It is perfectly 
true, as the noble Earl says, that he saw 
me personally and asked me to let him 
see the Report. That was, as he explained 
to the House, on the eve of his departure 
abroad. I was unable until the next day 
to get at the Office, and it was impossible 
then to part with the actual Report. A 
copy had to be made for the noble Earl’s 
inspection, and it did not arrive on the 
Continent, I regret to say, until ten days 
after. It might have reached him a few 
days before, I believe. I am sorry that 
there was any delay in his seeing the 
Report. But he will forgive me for 
reminding him that he mentioned in a 
letter to me that he had heard in October 
last from Sir Schomberg McDonnell that 
the condition of the drains in Holyrood 
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Palace was bad, and he was told that if he 
would come cu tne Office of Works there 
was a Report open for his inspection. 


*THE Eart or LEVEN and MEL- 
VILLE: I have no recollection of Sir 
Schomberg’s saying anything of the kind. 
What he told me was that the drains 
were in a bad condition, and I urged that 
they should not be touched in the winter. 
I never heard any more. I thought the 
drains were not in that serious condition, 
until I came to London and saw my noble 
friend. 


*Lorp WINDSOR: Of course I quite 
accept what my noble friend says, but I 
was under the impression that at that 
time he was informed that the Report 
was open to his inspection if he desired to 
see it. But that is not his recollection. 


*THe Eart oF LEVEN anv MEL- 
VILLE: I cannot say absolutely that it 
was not so; but I have no recollection of 
it. It was mentioned to me in an off- 
hand way at a dinner. I said I was 
sorry to hear it, and that if the drains 
were touched in the winter they would 
be sure to be bad again in the spring. 


*Lorp WINDSOR: The point I make 
is that this Report was asked for on the 
eve of the noble Earl’s departure for 
abroad, and that it was necessary to 
make a copy. Though I admit it might 
have reached him a day or two before it 
did, still it was only a question of whether 
the Office of Works could have got out a 
copy of the Report a day or two before 
they actually did. What I do wish to 
make quite clear to him and to the 
House is that there was no intention 
whatever of keeping back that Report 
from him, or of concealing it in any 
way in the Office of Works, so that 
those who had a perfect right to see it 
should not do so. There was another 
point in which I do not think the noble 
Earl correctly interpreted the debate in 
the other House. He referred to what 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman said. He 
stated that Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
had asked whether the High Com- 
missioner had not been in communi- 
cation with the Government, and that 
the Prime Minister had replied that it 
was not so. But that is not, I think, 
quite the correct interpretation of what 
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was said. Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
was refe ring to the Lord High Cota- 
missioners knowledge of the state of 
Holyrood Palace from the fact that he 
resided there for certain stated times for 
several years past, and Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman said that what had been 
urged was that this was a piece of 
mismanagement on the part of a De- 
partment of the Government, because 
Lord Leven, whose knowledge of Holy- 
rood Palace as a habitable house was 
derived from the experience of past 
years, had doubtless represented the 
condition of affairs to the Board of 
Works. He said that no doubt while 
in residence there he was in constant 
communication with the Office of Works. 
That was what the Prime Minister said 
he understood was not so, and I think 
my noble friend will agree with me 
that he did not complain, when he was 
in residence in Holyrood Palace, to the 
Government that the condition of the 
drainage was bad. Therefore, I do not 
think that the answers which were 
given in that particular case were other- 
wise than perfectly correct. 


There is another question on which} 
should. like to say a word—the question 
of blame that may be thought to attach 
to the Government and myself repre- 
senting the Office of Works in this 
matter. I think that if this is looked at 
calmly, without the, siiall | say, irritat- 
ing effects of the Scofsman before us, we 
shall see that it is impossible in the case 
of all country houses to alter completely 
the whole system of the drainage each 
time that some professor of sanitary 
science discovers some newer and better 
method. It inevitably comes to this— 
that you arrive, after a certain number 
of years, at the conclusion that the 
system of drainage is antiquated and 
that the whole thing must be redone. 
It may be said, at any time when you 
arrive at that point, that you ought to 
have discovered it before, but, as I say, 
you cannot continue year after year 
completely to alter the system of your 
drainage. You have to keep it in good 
order, and go on with it, until after a 
certain time the newer methods have to 
be adopted. With regard to the upkeep 
and maintenance of the drainage at 
Holyrood, I do not think there is any 
complaint to be made. The system is 
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antiquated. There is a new main sewer 
being put in in the town which will 
enable a better outiall from Holyrood 
to be made, and though the Government 
considered it right, after the Report 
they had received that His Majesty 
should not be advised to occupy Holy- 
rood, they had taken a sum of 
money in the Estimates for this year 
for the purpose of putting the drainage 
in a satisfactory state. My noble friend 
asks in his Question what steps will be 
taken to improve the condition of 
Holyrood Palace as a fit residence of the 
Sovereign or his representative. We 
believe that the money we have got this 
year will put Holyrood Palace into a| 
perfectly fit condition to receive the) 
Sovereign. The work is t» be put in| 
hand at once, and the intention is to 
complete it, if possible, by the end of 
this year. Further, | may assure my | 
nob’e friend that it is the intention of 
the Government to see that the work | 
is thoroughly and efficiently carried out, 
so that there shall be no question 
whatever at any future time of advising | 
His Majesty that Holyrood Palace is not | 
in a fit condition to receive him. That 
is the intention of the Government, and 
in those circumstances I would ask the | 
noble Earl to refrain from pressing for 
the Papers for which he has asked. 


THe Eart OF 
Lords, I have some diftidence in interfer- 
ing in this interesting discussion, but | 
I must confess that the statement of | 
the First Commissioner of Works leaves 
something to be desired as an answer to 
the statement made by the Lord High | 
Commissioner. The First Commissioner | 
has gone into generalities, with which | 
I perfectly agree, as to the impossibility | 
of varying asystem of drainage annually | 
according to the views of any expert that | 
you may consult. 
point which I understand was raised by | 
the Lord High Commissioner. He says | 
that nothing has been done to the 
drainage at Holyrood, and it is no, 
answer to say that you cannot annually | 
vary the system of drainage according | 
to the report of experts. As I under | 
stand the matter, the report of the | 
experts was distinctly unfavourable, and, | 
therefore, I think that we shall all agree | 


Lord IVindsor. 


{LORDS} 


ROSERERY: My} 


But that is not the , 
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that the Lord High Commissioner was 
justified in feeling some apprehension 
at visiting the Palace or residing in it 
in existing circumstances. But I think 
the whole gravamen of this charge has 
been missed by the First Commissioner. 
There used to be a story of Lord Holland, 
a nephew of Mr. Fox’s—I think it was 
the third Lord Holland—that when in 
office in the Cabinet, and any thorny 
question of administration came up for 


discussion, he was in the habit of saying, 


Let the 
experiment be tried in Scotland before 
going any further. I think that the 
real sting of what has _ occurred 
in the Lord High Commissioner’s mind. 
is that it was proposed that he should be 
the vile corpus on which the experiment of 
residence in Holyrood should be _ tried, 
under the somewhat unfavourable condi- 
tions he has described with so much 
minuteness, and I doubt not with so 
much accuracy. I do not want to lay 
too much stress on the informal note of 
Sir Schomberg MeDonnell, but it was 
certainly almost brutal in its frankness 
with reference to the possibility of my 
noble friend residing in Holyrood and the 
impossibility ef His Majesty going there 
with his Court. I think that is the real 
case that the First Commissioner has to 
meet. The truth of the whole matter is 
this—that if the Lord High Commissioner 
had had time to make his own announce- 
ment in his own way, things would have 
gone very differently. I cannot answer 
for the Scotsman newspaper here. I am 
not qualified to act in its defence, but | 
quite agree with my noble friend that its 
hand falls uncommonly heavy on those 
whom it wished to smite. No one can 
speak with more painful experience than 
myself, but I quite agree with the Govern- 
ment that they cannot be responsible for 
the truculent nature of their own organ in 
Scotland. I do not believe that the 
Secretary for Scotland inspired its 
phillippics against my noble friend the 
Lord High Commissioner. I could have 
wished in the interests of this historic 
Palace, that we coula have heard less of 
the seamier and darker side of the 
arrangements of that edifice, but it was 
necessary, for the proof of my noble 
friend’s case, and | trust with all my 
heart that the discussion may result in 
the consummation he so devoutly wishes, 


Fiat experimentum in corpore vili. 
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to render the Palace sufficiently cleanly 
and healthy for the residence of the Lord 
High Commissioner next year. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Barour of BurLEIGH): My Lords, 
I ¢ertainly should not have risen but for 
the final challenge of the noble Earl who 
has just sat down. I think, if I may 
venture to say so, that he misses one 
point in the difficulties which beset the 
Office of Works in regard to this matter. 
The state of Holyrood was found in the 
course of the winter to be not satisfactory. 
I need not go further into the matter, 
because I think it was admitted by every- 
body that it was not entirely satisfactory. 
It was impossible to take it in hand, as | 
understand, early in the winter for two 
reasons. In the first place, nothing of 
the magnitude required could be done 
until the House of Commons had voted 
the necessary supplies for the purpose, 
and therefore it was absolutely impossible 
to do the work before the time when the 
Lord High Commissioner had to take up 
his residence in Holyrood. It was also, I 
understand, physically impossible to get 
such work as was necessary completed 
before the date fixed for His Majesty’s 
visit to Scotland. His Majesty was not 
going to reside in Holyrood for the reasons 
which were announced at the time, and it 
would obviously not have been wise to be 
digging at the drains at the time, and 
while there were Courts and levées going 
on there. The noble Earl put his finger 
upon the real cause of the outery when 
he indicated that if a jndicious and frank 
announcement had been made of the 
reason why the Lord High Commissioner 
had resolved not to reside in Holyrood 
this year at a sufficiently early date, 
no strong feeling would have been 
evinced in regard to the matter. 
Perhaps I may venture to say, as my 
noble friend the Lord High Commissioner 
mentioned my name in his statement, 
that so far as [ am concerned officially I 
have nothing to do with the noble Earl’s 
appointment ; I have nothing to do my- 
self with Holyrood, nor have I any sort 
of control, official or otherwise, over the 
place where the Lord High Commissioner 
resides. It is perfectly true that my 
noble friend left a letter for me to be 
delivered after he had gone abroad, stating 
that he could not reside in Holyrood. 
But my noble friend will bear me out 
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when I say that the moment I heard of 
his decision I telegraphed to him urging 
that a proper announcement should be 
made, and warning him that unless that 
was done, a considerable amount of 
feeling would arise. I ventured to say 
that if it had been frankly announced 
on the part of the Lord High Com- 
missioner, either directly or through his 
Purse-bearer, that in the circumstances, 
and for this year only, he could not 
occupy Holyrood, nothing would be 
said about it at all. But there was a 
sort of vague apprehension, perhaps 
stimulated by interested persons, that 
this was part of a consistent policy to 
abandon Holyrood altogether, and this 
gave a certain amount of torce to the 
outery and the agitation. I know 
perfectly well that the Lord High Com- 
missioner had no such intention, because 
he knows as well as I do what Scottish 
sentiment in regard to Holyrood is, and 
that such a thing would not have been 
tolerated. I think a great deal has 
been made by the noble Earl of a certain 
amount of newspaper correspondence, 
which after this lapse of time it was 
hardly worth while to dig up from the 
obscurity into which it had gone. But 
he has liberated his soul, and, therefore, 
I hope the matter will end. But | repeat 
what I began by saying, that the noble 
Earl of Rosebery was, I think, absolutely 
correct when he said that if a judicious 
announcement had been made on the 
part of the Lord High Commissioner «t 
the moment it was first decided not to 
occupy Holyrood Palace this year, we 
should never have heard of a tenth 
part of the correspondence which has 
taken place in regard to it. I am 
authorised to repeat, if there should be 
any doubt about it, that I know it to 
be the intention of the Office of Works 
to do all they can to put Holyrood 
Palace into a thoroughly satisfactory 
state of sanitation I hope the House 
will allow the matter to rest there, and 
that my noble friend, who has indicated 
his intention to move for Papers, will 
not at any rate at present press the 
Motion further. 


*THE EArt oF LEVEN ano MEL- 
VILLE: I need hardly say that it is with 
great satisfaction that I accept the ex- 


planation of Lord Windsor, that it was 
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not intended to convey the impression | 
that I had not communicated to His 
Majesty’s Government or to him any | 
intention not to reside at Holyrood. 
As to blame, I do not think any excuse | 
was needed for not having repaired the 
drains since they were found faulty in | 
October of last year. It would lave been 
impossible to have effected such work 
properly during the winter montks ; 
in my opinion it would have been | 
perfect madness. I never imputed 
any blame to the Office of Works 
for not attempting what I think it 
would have been a most imprudent | 
thing todo. I accept with great frank- 
ness my noble friend’s assurance. Lord | 
Balfour seemed to imply that I ought 
to have made an official announcement 
in time, that I was not going to reside | 
in Holyrood, but if he will go back to 
the dates he will find that it was not 
seg | was away and my Purse- 
earer could not be expected to state 
officially that [ was not going to reside 
in Holyrood, unless he was in a position 
to state where I was going to stay. It 
was quite impossible that he could make | 
any announcement until the contracts 
were complete. Upon the assurance 
which has been given I will not press 
for Papers. The Government have | 
promised to put the drainage right, | 
and I think they had better. | 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- | 
drawn. 


MOTOR TRAFFIC, 


THE EarL oF CAMPERDOWN, who | 
had a Question on the Paper “ toask when | 
it is proposed to introduce the Bill dealing | 
with the regulation of motor traffic,” said : 
My Lords, I have been asked by the | 
President of the Local Government Board | 
to postpone this Question because the | 
matter is going to be considered at once 
by the Government. I will therefore | 
defer the Question until Thursday next. | 


Question (by leave of the House) post- 
poned. 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [4.1]. 


(SECOND READING. } 
Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 
The Earl of Leven and Melville. 





{LORDS} 


| London, 
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Lerp BELPER: My Lords, the Bill 


_which I have to ask your Lordships to 


read a second time is for the purpose of 
giving powers for the founding of two 
new Bishoprics, the Bishopric of South- 
wark and the Bishopric of Birmingham. 
I believe Iam right in saying that that 


‘part of the Bill which deals with the 
| Bishopric of Southwark is identical with 
| the Bill which has passed your Lordships’ 
| House on two previous occasions. 


The 


| diocese of Rochester, as it is at present 


constituted, is not only unwieldy with 
regard to its population, but most incon- 
venient as to its area and for all purposes 
of organisation. It is separated into two 
sections differing very much as to the 
conditions of their population. One part 
consists of the South London Parishes 
and the Suburban and County Districts 


| of East and Mid Surrey, and the other of 


Gravesend, Rochester, and Chatham, and 


between these two portions runs part of 


the diocese of Canterbury. The present 
population of the whole diocese is 
2,250,000. The Bill proposes that the 
populous district of the diocese in South 
with a population of about 
2,000,000, should be formed into the new 
Bishopric of Southwark. The present 


| difficulties are also somewhat accentuated 


by the fact that the residence of 
the Bishop is in South London, 
whilst the cathedral is in Rochester. 
The other part of the diocese will 
have added to it a small portion of 
the diocese of Canterbury, and will, I 
understand, with that addition have a 
population of about 400,000. It is also 


| proposed that the existing residence of 


the Bishop of Rochester should become 
the residence of the Bishop of South- 
wark. 


With regard to the vew Bishopric of 
Birmingham it is proposed to constitute 
it of parishes taken from the dioceses of 
Worcester and Lichfield. The diocese of 
Worcester now contains a population of 
1,400,000 and comprises 500 parishes, 
many of them very populous. The 
population of the diocese of Lichfield is 


|about the same, and it contains 475 
| parishes. 


I believe the area taken from 
the diocese of Worcester is one-third of 
the whole area of the diocese and a still 
larger proportion of the population, and 
it will be recognised that the spiritual 
needs of the population of that important 
area could be much more conveniently 
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met by the formation of the new diocese. 
The wishes of the locality are shown in 
the fact that already a very large sum 
of money has been subscribed to establish 
afund for the new Bishopric of Birming- 
ham. I believe there has already been 
subscribed £92,000 out of the total sum 
required, namely, £110,000. The Bill 
revives the provisions of the Bishoprics 
Act, 1878. Under that Act the Bishopries 
of Liverpool, Newcastle and others were 
founded, and authority was given for the 
establishment of a Bishopric Endowment 
Fund for each of the new Sees, the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners being re- 
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quired to hold those funds for the special | 
purposes for which they are to be used. | 
These two Bishoprics of Southwark and | 
Birmingham may be founded under that | 
Act by anorder of His Majesty in Council 
as soon as the endowment funds are 
reached, and I believe it is laid down 
that the incomes must amount to 
£3,500 a year. There are a large | 
number of incidental questions with | 
which I might occupy the time of the 
House, but I will content myself by 
saying that the new Bishoprics proposed 
in this Bill have the approval of the 
Archbishop of Canterbury and of the 
right rev. Prelates whose dioceses 
are affected, and who will deal with any 
question, of detail that may arise at this 
or any subsequent stage of the Bill. 


Moved, That the Bill be. now read 
2"—(Lord Belper.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | 


| shortly stating it. 





desire to say a word or two with regard 
to this Bill on behalf of my noble friend 
Lord Spencer. The noble Lord, Earl 
Spencer, asked on Friday that this Bill 
should be postponed till to-day, because 
it deals with a subject in which he takes 
great interest, and he felt that he had 
not had sufficient time to master the 
details of it. Unfortunately, Lord 
Spencer is not able to be here to-day. 
Ie is kept at home, having been over- 
taken by the gravest family anxiety, in 
which | am sure he has your Lordships’ 
deepest sympathy. I think it right to 
say that Lord Spencer had no intention 
of opposing the Second Reading or of 
thwarting the Bill in any way, but there 
were details he wished to criticise and 
there was one considerable point of 
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policy which he desired to raise. That 
point, briefly, was whether it was wise 
to create two new Bishoprics and endow 
them with considerable revenues at a 
time when the incomes of the great 
bulk of the clergy of the Church of 
England are extremely small owing 
largely to agricultural depression and the 
fall in the tithe-rent charge. It did seem 
to him that it was desirable to conside 
carefully whether in those circumstances 
this was a happy time to create two new 
Bishoprics and to give them, I do not 
say excessive but certainly large in- 
comes, when the sulordinate officers 
of the Church are receiving such smal] 
stipends. That was the main point my 
noble friend wished to raise, and I think 
[ have sufficiently served the purpose by 
I have no doubt that 
some right rev. Prelate will have a 
word to -ay on the subject. 


Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : My Lords, I should like to 
say a few words upon this Bill. Twenty- 
six years have passed since I began, in 
the very subordinate capacity of secre- 
tary to a committee on this subject, to 
deal with the almost unsolvable problem 
of how to divide up the dioceses 
of Rochester, Canterbury, Winchester, 


/}and St. Albans in such a manner as to 


produce the best possible results with 
the minimum of inconvenience. The 
problem is, I say without reserve, the 
most difficult among the problems of 
that kind with which I have ever had 
to do. Anyone who examines a map 
on which the formation of the diocese 
of Rochester is marked, must wonder 
how any bishop, even if he possess all 
the energy and devotion of my right 
rev. brother who now presides over 
the diocese, has found it possible 
to work it. I am convinced that the 
solution of the problem contained in the 
Bill is the best that could be arrived at 
in the circumstances. I am less _per- 
sonally conversant with the state of 
affairs at Birmingham, but for many 
years it has been the universal op nion 
of those best qualified to judge, that a 
new diocese, with Birmingham as its 
centre, is absolutely necessary. That 
that should now be possible, thanks 
to the munificence of the people of 
Birmingham, is gratifying to all who 
B 
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have at heart the welfare of the Church 
in the Midlands. I should entirely 
share in the opinion put forward by the 
noble Lord on behalf of Earl Spencer— 
the cause of whose absence we all deeply 
regret—if the money for the new 
Bishopric was being provided from 
sources available for the other purposes 
to which he has alluded, but, as I. have 
said, the money for the constitution of 
the new Bishopric has been specially 
subscribed by those who are promoting 
this particular object. The noble 
Lord’s criticism, although perfectly 
natural, and, I may say, obvious, to one 
who may have had no adequate oppor- 
tunity of studying the details of the 
subject, is, | venture to think, asomewhat 
short - sighted one. If we want the 
general condition of the clergy in the 
poorest districts and most _ poorly- 
endowed parishes to be improved, 
and there can be no Member of this 
House who does not share such a wish, 
the best way of proceeding is to 
make the working of the Church as 
efficient as we can make it. When 
we have a_ sufficient number of 
dioceses and the Bishops hard at work 
in them keeping things on the right 
lines and making them stir and glow, 
then the time will have come when we 
can hope for such support as will dimin- 
ish the present hardships of the poor 
clergy. This result will be promoted, 
and not hindered. by allowing those 
who desire to give money for the purpose 
of founding these Bishoprics to do so. 
The only detail to which this answer 
to the noble Lord’s criticism may not 
apply, is the application of certain por- | 
tions of money from the sale of a 
residence of former Archbishops of 
Canterbury to the provision of a new 
See house for the Bishop of Rochester, | 
and of some portion of the endowment 
of the See, the present See house of 
that diocese being handed over to} 
the new diocese of Southwark. 
it has to be remembered that that parti- 
cular money has, all through, been 
applied to the purposes of an episcopal 


not diverted to any purpose of a differ-| 

ent kind from that for which it is at, 

present available. Any further points | 

on which your Lordships may desire | 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 


But | take 
| entirely changed the feeling of the city of 
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information will be readily given in 
Committee, and I hope your Lordships 
will now read the Bill a second time. 


Lorp NORTON : My Lords, I heartily 
endorse what has just been said by the 
most rev. Primate. He considered that 
the objection suggested by Lord Tweed- 
mouth was a natural one. Whether it is 
natural or not, it is the most complete 
non sequitur | have ever heard in my life, 
that we should abstain from endowing new 
Bishoprics because the income of the 
clergy is small. Why, that is the very 
reason for doing it. Church feeling in 
Birmingham has already been consider- 
ably strengthened during the tenure of 
oftice of the present Bishop of Worcester, 
and I am certain that when that energetic 
man is Bishop of Birmingham, no event 
will have occurred for a number of years 
so likely as that to increase the incomes 
of the clergy. Therefore, if the objection 
of the noble Lord is the only objection 
that can be raised to this Bill, U think it 
is the strongest possible reason for sup- 
porting it, and I can only hope that no 
more effective argument against it will be 
raised in another place. The poor clergy 
are in any case in nowise injured by a 
scheme which is paid for out of private 
subscription. If there is any defect in 
the Bill it is that the diocese of Worcester 
is not called upon to make anything like 
a proper contribution to the Bishopric of 
Birmingham. The Bishopric of Birmiig- 
ham will take one-third of the diocese of 
Worcester, and a great deal more than 


‘one-third of the population of that dio- 


cese ; but the diocese of Worcester is not 
asked to make a contribution towards 
the diocese of Birmingham. Naturally, 
Worcester ought to hand over to the new 
diocese one-third of her endowment for 


| doing a third of the work, of which she will 


now be relieved. A city of the size of 
Birmingham ought to have a Bishop. 
Already the prospect of getting a Bishop, 
and such a Bishop as the one who will 
take over the new See under this Bill, has 


Birmingham towards the Church. There 


| are only two men who can fill the Town 
“| Hall on any ocecasion—Mr. Chamberlain 
residence ; so that even that money is | 


and the proposed Bishop of Birmingham. 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House on Friday next. 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 125), 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF PENSIONERS 
BILL (No. 126). 


Read 14, and to be printed. 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, the Stand- 
ing Orders have not been complied with, 
viz., North Metropolitan Electric Power 
| Supply Bill [Lords]. 

| Ordered, That the Report be referred 
|to the Select Committee on Standing 
| 








House adjourned at a quarter 
before Seven o’clock till to- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 





Orders. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
NG ORDERS APPLICABLE THERi:- 

Monday, 22nd June, 1903. TO Cr wee WITH). —— 
eres : Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
The House met at Two of the Clock. Report from one of the Examiners of 
LEP SoS Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
oi ide Oe case of the following Bill, referred on the 
UNOE POSED I RIVATE BILL First Reading thereof, the Standing 
BUSINESS. Orders which are applicable thereto have 


pond been complied with, viz.: Drainage and 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING | Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Pro- 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED | visional Order Bill. 
weniadinianiinunbsnwen Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
Mr. SpeaKeER laid upon the Table | time To-morrow. 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the Harrow and Stanmore Gas Bill { Lords]. 
case of the following Bill, originating in | Read the third time, and se with 
the Lords, and referred on the First | Amendments. 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which South Shields Corporation Bill : 
are applicable thereto, have been com-| Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
plied with, viz.: Hastings Harbour Dis- Sewerage Board "Bill. Read the third 
trict Railway Bill | Lords}. time, and passed. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Wirral Railway Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING | ments. 

ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 

INTO NOL’ COMPLIED WITH). Exeter Corporation Bill [Lords], read 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | a second time, and committed. 

Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are , 
applicable thereto, have not been complied Castleblaney h Keady , and ; Armagh 
with, viz.: Maryport Harbour Bill [Lords]; | Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. Peti- 
Chatham and District Light Railways | tion for additional Provision ; referred to 
Bill [Lords]. = Examiners of Petitions for Private 
ills. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Order (No. 18) Bill. Read the 
third time, and passed. 











Ordered, That the Report be referred 

ae ; R ten 

= ee nee ee ee Humber Commercial Railway and 

Dock Bill. Ordered, That the Minutes of 

PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [LORDS] | Evidence taken before the Committee on 

(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED | the North Eastern Railway Bill, 1897, be 

WITH). referred to the Committee on the Humber 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | Commercial Railway and Dock Bill of 
Report from one of the Examiners of | this Session.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
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39 Returns, 
Erith Tramways and Improvement 
Bill. Reported from the Police and Sani- 
tary Committee, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, 
without Amendment. 


Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill, with an 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
Musical Copyright.” {| Musical Copyright 
Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a_ Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Law relating to Justices of the 
Peace with respect to residence, to quali- 
fication of Solicitors, and to the removal 
of ex-officio Justices.” [Justices of the 
Peace Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisienal Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
re'ating to Bolsover and District Water. 
Goring and Streatley District Water, 
Leatherhead and District Water, Ludger- 
shali Water,and Mid-Kent Water.” [Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise the Bournemouth Gas and 
Water Company to acquire additional 
lands, to construct works. and for other 
purposes.” |!Bournemouth Gas and 
Water Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the city of Bristol to 
construct additional dock railways and 
works; and for other purposes.” 
{ Bristol Corporation Bill (Lords). | 
And also. a Bill intituled, “‘An Aet 
to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Salford to | 
construct an additional tramway, and 
to adapt and use portions of tramway 
outside the borough, and to make street 
improvements, to provide for transfer to | 
the Corporation of certain powers of | 
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electric lighting, and to raise additional 
moneys by mortgage and by the creation 
and issue of stock, and for other pur- 


poses.” [Salford Corporation — Dill 
(Lords). } 
Bournemouth Gas and Water Dill 


[Lords]; Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords]; 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Water Orders Confirmation Bil’ [ Lords]. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 253. | 


PETITIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petitions against: from Stafford ; 
Broadstairs; and Westminster; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 


PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
BILL. 
Petitions against: from Heywood ; y 


and Preston ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: from Basingstoke ; 
and Sydmonton ; to lie upon the Table. 


> 
v 


PR VENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petition from Cowdenheath, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 

Copy presented, of List of all Pensions 
granted during the year ended 31st 
March, 1903, and payable under the pro- 
visions of Section 9 (1) of the Civil List 
Act, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 213.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 16th June, 1903, granting to 
Henry Upton, Sorter, Post Office, London, 
a retiring allowance under the Act [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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41 Questions. 

FACTORY AND WORKSHOP 
(DANGEROUS AND 
INDUSTRIES). 


Copy presented, of Report to the 


ACTS 
UNHEALTHY 


partment, by Chester Jones, Esquire, 
Barrister-at-Law, on the Draft Regula- | 
tions (October, 1902) proposed to be | 
made for Factories and Workshops in | 
which the process of file-cutting by hand 
is carried on [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP 
(DANGEROUS AND 
INDUSTRIES). 

Copv presented, of Regulations, dated 
19th June, 1903, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, in | 
pursuance of Section 79 of the Factory | 
and Workshop Act, 1901, for the process | 
of file-cutting by hand [by Act]: to lie 
upon the Table. 


ACTS 
UNHEALTHY | 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(SPECIAL EXCEPTION—OVERTIME, 
CHRISTMAS CARD MAKING). 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 18th 
June, 1903, made by the Secretary of | 
State for the Home Department with 
regard to the overtime employment of 
women in the making of Christmas and 
New Year Cards [by Act]; to lie upon | 
the Table. | 
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| 3001 to 3005 [by Command]; to lie upon 


the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House. 


CHAKITABLE ENDOWMENTS 
(LONDON). 

Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1894—Mr. Francis 
Stevenson] ; to be printed. [No. 217.] 

PUBLIC RECORDS (DISPOSAL OF 

DOCUMENTS). 

Copy of Additional Rule under the 
Public Record Office Acts, 1877 and 
1898, for the disposal of certain Docu- 


'ments [by Act}. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED Wi1ITH THE VOTES. 
Cliffe Creek Coastguard Vessel. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eve): To 


‘ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 


whether, seeing that the Cliffe Creek 
watch vessel contains, in addition to 
seven coastguardsmen, six wives and 
eleven children, and that it lies about 
twenty yards from the shore and several 
miles from any school and from any 


| doctor, he will state whether its presence 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Return presented, relative thereto | 
[ordered 17th June-—Mr. Lambert] ; to | 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 214.] 
DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, | 
1865. | 

Account presented, of the Receipts and | 
Expenditure under the Act for the year | 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, | 
and to be printed. [No. 215.] | 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts | 
of Fines accounted for by the Registrar | 
of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1901 [by | 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be | 
printed. [No. 216.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


| 
| 


| coastguard 


where it is now, is necessary in the in- 
_terests of the public service ; and whether 


some method can be devised by which 
more comfortable conditions for the 
men’s families might be secured. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
presence of the coastguard at Cliffe 
Creek is necessary in the interests of the 
public service. It has for some time 
been recognised that the accommodation 
in the watch vessel is not very suitable 
for families, and it has therefore been 
decided to abolish it, and to substitute 
buildings on shore. The 
matter has to be considered with other 
urgent items, and it is intended to erect 
the new station when funds are avail- 
able for the purpose. 


Importation of Argentine Cattle— 
Foot-and-mouth Disease. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | To ask the hon. Member for North 
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Hunts, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether 
the landing of cargoes of Argentine 
animals, at sea when the recent pro- 
hibition order was issued, is now 
complete; how many cargoes have 
been landed; in how many cases 
animals affected with foot-and-mouth 
disease have been detected ; and what 
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(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
Thirty-one vessels carrying Argentine 
cattle, destined for ports in Great 
Britain, were at sea when the order of 
the Board of Agriculture prohibiting 
such importation came into force. All 
of these have now arrived. Lesions 
of foot-and-mouth disease in more or 
less active stages were found in the case 





precautions were taken to prevent the | of three cargoes, particulars of which 
spreading of infection. | are shown in the following schedule :— 





Animals certified 


Animals carried. on diemeedl, 








” r Date of | Place of 
Name of Vessel. pat Landing, : | 
Cattle. | Sheep. Cattle. | Sheep. 

< | “Ee eee. 
SS. ‘“‘ Heathglen ” 7 June Deptford 300 | 1388 75 54 
SS. ‘‘ Normandy ” 10 June Birkenhead 112 920 on 73 
SS. ‘* Virgil” 29 May Deptford 250 | 1041 - 32 

{ 


All the vessels were boarded at the! with which infected cargoes came into 
earliest possible moment by a veter-| contact were thoroughly disinfected 
inary inspector, by whom a preliminary | with carbolic acid and quicklime. Two 
examination of the animals was made,|of the ships, after discharging their 
a detailed examination being carried | cattle, leit for Antwerp and Dunkirk, 
out on the arrival of the vessel at the the authorities there beiny warned by 
wharf. Healthy cargoes were dealt cable that animals affected with foot- 
with in the usual manner, the animals! and-mouth disease had been carried. 
being slaughtered within ten days and|he third vessel, before going into 
without leaving the wharf, the manure, | dock, was taken seven miles out to sea, 
broken fodder, ete., being mixed with| where her temporary fittings were 
quicklime. Diseased cargoes were sub- | destroyed by fire, the manure thrown 
jected to special precautions. The overboard, and such portions of the 
animals were placed in a part of the ship as had been in contact with 
wharf specially reserved for the purpose, | animals thoroughly disinfected under 
and slaughter was proceeded with con- | the supervision of one of the Board's 
tinuously until finished. Slaughter- | inspectors. Everyone on board, before 
men and all employed about the iniected | being allowed ashore, was thoroughly 
cargoes were provided with overall | fumigated and his boots washed with a 
clothing, and each man, on leaving the | carbolic solution. 
infected portion of the wharf, was | 
thoroughly fumigated, his boots and | Wheat Cultivation in India. 
implements being washed in a solution! Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
of carbolic acid. The hides and skins Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
ot the animals were disinfected in a! for India if he can state the approximate 
similar manner and removed to the! acreage of the land suitable for wheat- 
tanyards under supervision. The offals, | growing in the Empire o! India; how 
heads, and teet were either destroyed by | much of it is under wheat cultivation 
fire, or immersed in a strong disin-| at the present time; and how much 
fecting solution. Dung, litter, broken | wheat was exported from India in 1846 
fodder, and the sweepings from the| and in 1902. 
lairs and slaughterhouses were disin- | 
fected with carbolic acid, well mixed| (Answered hy Secretary Lord (George 
with quicklime, and afterwards dis-| Hamilton.) The area under wheat in 
charged into the sea beyond the three- | British India averages about 20,000,000 
mile limit. Those portions of the wharf ‘acres, and in Native States about 
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45 Questions. 


2,500,000 acres. It is not possible to 
say to what extent this area could be 
increased by substituting wheat for other 
crops. 
in wheat-growing districts, and in them 
only on lands of the best class where 
the soil, rainfall, and facilities for irriga- 
tion were suitable. Such lands are 
already occupied by valuable crops. In 
1846 there was no export of wheat from 
India. In 1901-2 10,296,000 ewts. of 
wheat and 720,000 cwts. of flour were 
exported. 


Licensed Premises in Bombay. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention 
has been called to the statement made 
in the Administration Report of the 
Bombay Abkari Department for 1901-2, 
to the effect that the number of shops 
licensed for the sale of intoxicating 
drugs in the Presidency of Bombay was 
considerably reduced during the year 
under review ; and whether, seeing that 
there has been during the same period 
an increase of eight such shops in the 
city of Bombay, he will state the reasons 
for the provision of such increased 
facilities in Bombay. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) 1 am aware of the state- 
ment referred to. I presume that the 
reason of the increase in the number of 
shops in Bombay city is that they were 
actually required in order to prevent 
illicit consumption. The policy of the 
Bombay Government in this matter is 
stated in paragraph 53 of the Report. 


Gh OTE 


Seizure of Illicit Plant at Buncrana and 
Moville. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury the 
nature of the seizures of illicit plant, 
materials, etc., as set out in Return 
dated 31st March, 1903, in the districts 
of Buncrana and Moville, in the county 
of Donegal; how many of the seizures 
therein set out in the respective years 
consisted of stills, still-heads, how many 


of worms, how many merely of staves of | 


barrels alleged to have contained illicit 
wash or spirits, and the amount of 
rewards paid to the constabulary officers 
of each district in each vear. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) At my 
hon. friend’s request I will reply to this 
Question. Seizures are not classified in 
any existing official Return, and to 
segregate them in the manner suggested 
would involve an examination of all 
reports of seizures in Donegal during 
the past three years. No useful public 
purpose would be served by such a 
scrutiny, and I am unable, therefore, to 
ask the Inspector-General to undertake 
it. ‘The information desired at the con- 
clusion of the Question has been called 
for, and will be communicated to the 
hon. Member. 


Importation of Tin Plate Bars. 


Sirk THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St. 
Pancras, E.): To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will state what 
is the total weight and value of tin plate 
bars which have been delivered this year 
into this country for conversion into 
steel or iron sheets; from which country 
are they shipped; and to which ports 
have they been delivered. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
quantity of tin plate bars imported 
under that description during the 
current year to the 16th instant was 
8,155 tons, valued at £36,591. Of this 
quantity 8,033 tons, valued at £36,067, 
were shipped to this country from ports 
in Holland, and 122 tons, valued at 
£524, from portsin Belgium. The ports 
at which these quantities were imported, 
and the extent of the importations at 
each, were—Llanelly, 4,508 tons; New- 
port, 2,356 tons; Swansea, 1,291 tons. 
There is, however, no separate heading 
in the Import List for tin plate bars, and 
a considerable quantity of these goods is 
believed to be included under such head- 
ings as “Steel Bars,” and “Steel un- 
wrought or partly wrought.” 


Commercial Treaties —Most-Favoured- 
Nation Clause. 


Stir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 


Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
His Majesty’s Government have ever 
accepted the United States contention 
that concessions granted conditionally and 
for a consideration cannot be claimed by 
us under the most-favoured-nation clause ; 
and whether the Government still act on 
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the view of most-favoured-nation clauses | inquiry, must be matters for consideration. 
laid down in the despatch of Lord | I hope to be able to make a statement on 
Granville of the 12th February, 1885, on | the subject when the Education Estimates 
the advice of the Board of Trade. | come on for discussion. 
| 
(Answered oy a tte Law.) a | Scotch Education—Relief of School Fees. 
answer to the first Question is in the ’ . 
negative ; to the second, in the affirma- | T Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
alee. |To ask the Lord Advocate if he will 
state the amount paid for the relief of 
| school fees for the financial year ending 
London School Children—Physical and jn 1890, and each subsequent year, from 
Mental Condition. jeach of the following sources: The 
Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni-| Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
versity): To ask the Secretary to the| The Local Taxation Act, 1890, and 
Board of Education whether the Board of | Section2 (b) of The Education and Local 
Education will institute an examination | Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892; 
into the physical and mental condition of | and also what sum, if any, stands to the 
samples of children taken from London | credit of the fund. 
schools, similar to that instituted in | 
Edinburgh and Aberdeen by the Royal | al ‘ 
Commission on Physical Training (Scot- | ,,, (Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
land). |The amounts received from the sources 
| named are paid into one common fund, 
leonsequently it is not possible to say 
(Answered by Sir William Anson.)| how much was spent each year out of 
I have conferred with the President of | each source of supply. The table below 
the Board on the subject of the proposed | shows for each year the amount received 
examination. He and [ are both fully | under each Act, and the total amount 
sensible of the importance of such an | spent per year out of the fund so formed, 
inquiry ; but the mode in which it should jand the balance at present standing to 
be conducted, and the extent of the! the credit of the fund. 





Sums received. 




















Y Section ii (6) of Amount 
_ Local Govern- Local The Education expended. 
ment Act, Taxation and Local Tax- Total 
1889. Act. 1890 ation Account received. 
4 : (Scotland) Act, 
1892. 

£ a | £ £ a £ s. da. £ a. & 
1889-90 169,000 0 _ 169,000 O O 129,886 15 0 
1890-91 | 247,000 0 40,000 — 287,000 0 O 257,644 19 9 
1891-92 318,200 0 40,000 — 358,200 0 0 344,082 17 3 
1892 93 53,387 18 40,000 _ 93,387 18 0 76,046 2 6 
1893-94 -- 40,000 | 18,017 15 7 58,017 15 7 68,394 2 0 
1894-95 — 40,000 10,357 2 8 50,357 2 8 | 65,832 11 6 
1895-96 - 40,000 3,667 10 1 43,667 10 1, 52,777 19 O 
1896-97 —_— 40,000 — 40,000 0 0 57,308 12 0 
1897-98 — 40,000 16,202 0 11 56,202 O11! 69,684 1 5 
1898-99 — 40,000 5,379 12 2 45,379 12 2 22,084 19 0 
1899-1900 | — 49,000 64,036 15 5 | 104,036 15 5 57,547 4 0 
1900-1 = 40,000 45,191 4 1 85,191 4 1 41,269 15 O 
1901-2 Ses 40,000 49,277 18 3 89,277 18 3! 68,18219 0 
1902-3 _ Not yet received _ 80,294 12 0 





The balance at present standing to the credit of the fund is £88,680 7s. 9d. 
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Bristol Post Office Staff. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether the revisions of the outdoor and 
indoor staff at the Post Office, Bristol, 
are yet completed. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The revision of the outdoor staff at 
Bristol has been approved, and is being 
carried out by the postmaster. The 
revision of indoor staff is not quite com- 
pleted. 


Postal Services Committee—Representa- 
tion ot Employees. 


Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER, 
LAYNE (Southampton): To ask the 
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‘county inspector, and the report of his 


investigation was carefully considered by 


| the inspector-general and by Government. 


Motor-Car Service between Westport and 
Louisburgh. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 


‘tion has been called to a memorial froin 


Postmaster-General whether he will con- | 


sider the advisability of allowing the 


postal employees and the postal telegraph | 


employees each to nominate one member 
of the Committee he proposes to appoint 
for the consideration of their require- 
ments and grievances. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
[ have already considered this sugges- 
tion, but for the reasons stated by me 
in the House I am no: prepared to adopt 
it. 


Waima Arbitration—Payments of 
Compensation. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): To 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the compensa- 
tion money awarded by the arbitrator in 
the Waima case has been received from 
the French Government. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
money has been received from the 
French Government and is now in course 
of distribution to the various claimants. 


Conduct of Police at Raphoe. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland what was the nature of the 
investigation held by the authorities into 
the complaints made by P. F. M’Glinehay, 


Raphoe, County Donegal, with reference | 


to the conduct of certain policemen | 


stationed at Raphoe; and by whom was | : 
| state of things. 


the investigation held. 


| 


the inhabitants of the Louisburgh, 
County Mayo, district asking that a 
motor-car service may be established 
between Westport and Louisburgh ; and, 
if so, whether, considering that there is 
no railway communication between 
Westport and Louisburgh, he will use, 
in the interests of the district, his influ- 
ence to have such a service established. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
memorial has been received, and will 
receive due consideration. 


Damage by Storms to Teachers’ Residences 
in Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieut-nant of Ireland whether he 
will state what Board is bound to repair 
injuries caused by storms to national 
teachers’ residences in [reland. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Resi- 
dences for teachers which are vested in 
the Commissioners are kept in repair by 
the Board of Works. Other residences, 
even though connected with vested 
schools, are not kept in repair by the 
Board of Works. This must be done by 
the local parties interested in the resi- 
dences. The teachers are not bound to 
carry out repairs rendered necessary by 
storms. 


Land Commission Sittings at Cavan. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Land Commissioners 
have not sat in Cavan for many years, 
although there are a number of cases 
pending, some of them over three years ; 
and will he take steps to remedy{ this 


(Answered by Mr Wyndham) The (Answered byyMr. Wyndham.) The Com- 
complaints were investigated by the | missioners sat in Cavan io hear appeals 





5] Questions. 


in June, 1902. 
sible. 


Dingle Harbour Pier. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he has yet 
acceded to the request of the Dingle 
Harbour Commissioners for a grant for 
the extension of their pier. 


(. Inswered by Mr. Wyndham.) No, Sir. 
Irish National Schools—Delay in Passing 
f Plan 


0 8. 
Mr. M’FADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 


| this omission 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland what is the cause 
of the delay on the part of the Treasury 
in approving 


seeing that numerous complaints have 
been lodged with the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland as to the 
inconvenience caused to managers pur- 
posing to erect schools, steps will be 
taken to expedite the approval of the 
plans by the Treasury, and the lodgment 
of them with the Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 would 
reterto my reply to the similar Question 
of Ist April + by the hon. Member for 
South Down, and to the reply given by 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
on the 21st May! to the Question of the 
hon. Member for South Monaghan. 


Irish Ancient Monuments—Greenan 
Hill. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland what has been the result of the 
correspondence between the Commis- 
sioners Of Public Works in Ireland and 
the proprietor of Greenan Hill with 
reference to the vesting of this ancient 
monument in the Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 


{COMMONS} 


A further sitting will | 
be arranged at as early a date as pos- | 


| attention 





(Juestions. 


Irish Loan Fund Debentures. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutentant of Ireland whether his 
has been called to the far 


| reaching effect upon the security of loan 
|fund debentures in Ireland by reason of 


its having been recently decided that all 
remedy on loan fund notes, which were 
then current and unpaid and rendered 
valid by The Charitable Loans Society 
Act, 1900, are barred by the six months 
limitation imposed by The Petty Sessions 
(Ireland) Act, 1851, Section 10, Sub- 


| section 4 ; and whether it is his intention 


' to introduce a Bill this session to remedy 


in the Charitable Loans 
Society Act of 1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) An 


/amending Bill with the object stated .in 


of the new plans for | 


national schools in Ireland ; and whether, | receiving an assurance from hon. Members 


the Question has been drafted, and I 
should be prepared to introduce it upon 


that it will be treated as a non-conten- 
tious measure. 


Repair of Roads leading to Camp at 
Shankill, Co. Wicklow. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Financial Secretary to 


| the War Office whether he is aware that, 


| lieu 


The | 


owner of the monument has not yet | 


decided to vest the guardianship in the 
Commissioners. 





t See (4) Debates, exx., 781. 


t See (4) Debates, exxii., 1352. 


according to the estimate of the county 
surveyor of Wicklow, the cost of main- 
taining the roads from Ballyfolan leading 
to the military camp at Shankill will be 
£88 16s. per year as compared with 
£7 8s., the annual cost of maintaining 
the roads previous to the establishment 
of the camp; and whether, seeing the 
amount received by the local council in 
of rates upon War Department 
property for the last four years was—in 
1900, £9 16s. &d., in 1901, £17 4s. 2d., 
in 1902, £11 14s. 3d., and in 1303, 
£9 8s. 7d.; and that under The Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, Section 
27 (2), the expenditure on these roads is 
limited to sixpence per perch, being the 
former average cost thereof, the War 
Department will increase their contribu- 
tion to meet the increased expenditure 
for the maintenance of the roads leading 
to the military camp. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Payments 


| in lieu of rates are made by the Treasury, 
to which Department the hon. Member 


should address any communications he 


| may wish to make. 
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Wheat Cultivation in Canada, Australia 
and South Africa. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can give an approximate estimate 
of the acreage of the land suitable to 
wheat growing in the Dominion of 
Canada, the Commonwealth of Australia, 
and the States of South Africa, and the 
average yield of bushels per acre. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
It is impossible to give any such estimate 
as the hon. Member asks for. From the 
statistical year book of Canada for 1902, 
it appears that the total acreage actually 
under wheat in that year was 3,740,007 
actes, and the yield 93,569,450 bushels, 
or twenty-five bushels per acre. From 
tlie table printed on page 244 of the 
Return [Cd. 1616], recently issued by 
the Board of Agriculture it will be seen 
that the area under wheat in Australia 
in 1902 was 5,113,328 acres, the yield 
4,817,372 quarters, or 7°54 bushels per 
acre. For South Africa there are no 
reliable figures available. 


Tristan da Cunha—Removal of 
Inhabitants. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, considering the con- 
ditions which at present obtain in the 
Island of Tristan da Cunha, he will con- 
sider the advisability of removing the 
inhabitants of the island and their stock 
to South Africa; and, if so, whether he 
will ask for a special grant from the 
Treasury for that purpose. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The matter is under consideration, and 
I am not yet in a position to make any 
statement on the subject. 


Average Cost of Prisoners. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he can state the average 
cost per week per prisoner undergoing 
a sentence of imprisonment or penal 
servitude, for food, clothing, heating, 
medica] attendance, supervision, instruc- 
tion, housing, and other expenses of 
maintenance. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) | 
This information can be found in| 
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Appendix 12p, page 119, of the last 
Report of the Commissioners of Prisons. 
The total cost per week for 1901-2, 
as given in those Tables, is—Gross (ex- 


_clusive of cost of new buildings), 11s. 4}d. 


in Local Prisons—i.¢., for prisoners 
sentenced to imprisonment; 18s. 14d. 
in Convict Prisons—i¢., for prisoners 
sentenced to penal servitude. Net, after 
deducting value of prisoner's labour, 
2s. 7}d., and incidental receipts (sale of 
old stores), 7d., 8s. 8}d. in Local Prisons. 
Net, after deducting value of prisoner’s 
labour, 7s. 24d., and incidental receipts 
(sale of old stores), 1}d., 10s. 94d. 
in Convict Prisons. 


Encroachment of Sea on East Coast. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the attention of the hydrographer of 
the Admiralty is directed to the erosion 
of different parts of the East Coast of 
England, more particularly that of 
Holderness ; and whether there are any 
reports in the Hydrographer’s Depart- 
ment of the extent of formerly occupied 
land between Flamborough Head and 
Spurn Point, which has now disappeared 
into the North Sea. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
duties of the hydrographer do not include 
that of watching the erosion of the 
coast. Any changes in a coast which 
are of sufficient extent to be shown on 
the various Admiralty surveys made at 
different times can be ascertained from 
those surveys when they are made on a 
sufficiently large scale, but in the case 
of the coast mentioned there is no in- 
formation that will be of use to the hon. 
Member It is suggested that such 
information ceuld more readily be ob- 
tained from Estate and Ordnance surveys. 


Portsmouth a oleate of 


ployees. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS § (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 


Admiralty whether, in view of the fact 
that a number of employees in His 
Majesty's Dockyard at Portsmouth have 
been dismissed; and in view of his 
answer to a Question on 22nd April, 
1902.7 it may be assumed that such 
dismissals will not be extensive and 
continuous. 


+ See (4) Debates, cxxi., 109. 
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(Answered by Mr.  Arnold-Forster.) 


Owing to causes wh ch were unioreseen | 


ai the time of the previous reply referred 
‘o, a slight reduction in the numbers at 
Portsmouth Dockyard has become 
necessary. The dismissals are being 
confined to the less efficient workmen, 
and are not expected to be extensive or 
continuous. 


Cost of Importation of Indian Coolies 
into British Guiana. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies what proportion of the 
charges for importing Indian  coolies, 
their repatriation, their medical service, 
the Immigration Department in the 
colony and in Calcutta, and pensions 
accruing to officers of the Immigration 
Department and medical service is now 
borne by the Government of British 
Guiana or by the taxpayers of the 
colony, and what is the estimated total 
amount of such charges for the financial 
year 1902-3; and have the laws, orders, 
and regulations now existent in British 
(ruiana and statistical information with 
reference to coolie immigration been 
communicated in accordance 
Article 7 of the Sugar Convention to the 
Belgian Government to be forwarded to 
the Permanent Commission, in order 
that the Commission may pronounce as 


to the existence in this Crown Colony | 


of a direct or indirect bounty on the 
production or exportation of sugar; ii 
so, have the Commission yet pronounced 


whether thesystem pursued amounts to | 
the granting of a direct or indirect | 


bounty. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
Under a new arrangement recently 
adopted, and which was not in force in 
1902-3, the sources of the expense or 
liability incurred in respect of coolie im- 
migration in British Guianaarethe follow- 
ing :—1. The expenditure on recruiters 


in India, paid by fees and recovered in | 


full from the employers. 2. The cost of 
supervision of the Department in India 
by a colonial officer, salary paid by the 
Government of British Guiana and not 
recovered from the employers of labour. 
The Colonial Government conceives it to 
be necessary to secure the complete in- 
dependence of this important officer by 
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making him an officer of its permanent 
establishment, and paying him from its 
own funds. 3. Medical inspection of im- 
migrants charged to employers of labour 
in full. 4. Supervising Department of the 
Government of India, salaries paid by 
the Government of India and recouped 
by fees charged on the embarkation of 
immigrants. These fees are paid by the 
employers of labour. 5. Cost of trans- 
porting immigrants by sea to British 
Guiana, and medical supervision on the 
voyage. Paid by employers of labour. 
6. Cost of repatriation, the same, 
except where a portion is paid by the 
labourers themselves. 7. Cost of super- 
vision of immigrants (by Immigration De- 
partment) to secure that the law enacted 
for their protection is fully carried out, 
and the terms of their agreement fulfilled. 
Borne by the Colonial Revenue and not 
recovered from the employers of labour. 
The Government assumes this charge 
for the following reasons. It feels that it 
is the duty of Government to secure the 
due fulfiment of the law at its own cost. 
It considers that the independence of the 
supervising Department is better secured 
if the charge falls on the general revenue 
than if it falls, even ultimately and 
remotely, on the party of whose action it 
is to be the judge. It is aware that, as 
already indicated, no small portion of 
the Department’s duties is concerned 
with persons who, though of Asiatic 
extraction, are not immigrants under 
indenture, and frequently not im- 
/migrants at all (the indentured are to 
the free as 15,000 to 115,000, of whom 
An 
addition to the number of its inhabitants 
is necessary to the progress and pros- 
| perity of the colony, which had within 
an area of 90,000 square miles a popula- 
tion of not more than 300,000 persons. 
Its aboriginal population is slowly 
dwindling, its creole negro population is 
not increasing, the Asiatic immigrants 
constitute the only class which shows 
signs of naturally increasing its numbers, 
‘and is able to develop the agricultural 
wealth of the country. In these cir- 
cumstances the Government considers 
| that the maintenance at its own cost of 
'a Department which safeguards by its 
supervision and direction the interests 
of the immigrants on their first arrival, 
and enables them to establish themsel\ es 


| a large percentage is native born). 
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as healthy and successful colonists is a| The following Questions also appeared 
fair charge on the general revenue of | on the Paper. 

the State. 8. Gratuitous medical aid | 

by Government medical officers to the} Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
indentured immigrant. The Medical | To ask the Under Secretary of State 
Department of the Government being |for Foreign Affairs what is the most 
for the benefit of all inhabitants, a| recent Military intelligence received 
charge is ordinarily made for the|by the Government with respect to 
services of Government medical officers | the military situation in Somaliland ; 
to persons who can afford to pay, but | has Colonel Cobbe retired from Galadi 
their services are rendered free to/| successfully and reached Bohotle ; and 
paupers and those unable to pay, and it has he any official information to the 
is felt may on like terms be rendered to | effect that the Mullah is raiding the 
the indentured immigrants. It must be |COmmunications between Bohotle and 
remembered that special charges, such | Burao. 

as estate hospitals and their mainten- 
ance, are provided by the employers.| Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
The maintenance in health during the | Molton): To ask the Secretary of 
period of acclimatisation of the im-| State for War what was the date of 
migrant population is likewise an im-| his last communication from General 
portant aid to colonisation. The totaj | Manning; what is the position and com- 
estimated charges on account of the | position of his force ; and whether unin- 
Immigration Department and of the terrupted communication exists between 
Colonial Medical Service amount ap- General Manuing and the War Office. 
proximately to $106,000 for the 
current year 1903-4, excluding pension 
charges which are not provided for; WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
separately but are in any case incon- | ford): The latest telegram received, which 
siderable. It will be seen from the | has been communicated to the Press, is 
ubove that no question of a bounty can from Colonel Swann forwarding a com 
possibly arise in connection with coolie | munication from General Manning, datec 
immigration into British Guiana, and | 15th June, to the effect that his force and 
there has accordingly been no oceasion | that of Colonel Cobbe were to leave 
to communicate the laws and regulations | Badwein on the 18th, and expected to 
on the subject to the Brussels Com- 


| 
| 
| 
| 





THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


reach Damot on the 21st. I do not think 
mission. | it desirable to give the exact composition 
or strength of the force at various points. 
Communication between Badwein and 
ve ee ee sii | Damot is maintained by runners, and from 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. | that point by telegraph. No official in- 
Sia |timation has been received that the 
| Mullah is raiding the line of communica 
Somaliland. | tion between Bohotle and Burao. As re- 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | gards a light railway I have nothing 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | ferther to add to what I said on Thars- 
for Foreign Aflairs whether it is in con-|4ay last.t The Burgher contingent was 
templation to build a railroad from the engaged for six months and served ac- 
Somaliland coast to Bohotle ; whether, if cordingly. 
so, he can state how long it will take to 
build this railroad, and what will be the Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
approximate cost ; whether His Majesty’s | Are the Government sending any rein- 
Government is at present in telegraphic | forcements out ? 
communication with General Manning ; 
and, if not, how long it takes to com- Mr. BRODRICK: The reinforcements 
municate with him from this country ; 
and whether he can say what was the 
precise period for which the force from 
the Transvaal engaged to serve in Somali- + See (4) Debates, exxiii., 1305. 
land. t See (4) Debates, exxiii., 1304. 


I mentioned on Thursday { are already on 
their way to Berbera. In addition to the 
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600 men from Aden there are one} with the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
battalion of native troops from India and | the wives and families of the men killed 
500 mounted troops also on the way. |are entitled to gratuities equal to three 
| years’ earnings, with a minimum of £150 

Army Canteens. * |and a maximum of £300. This gratuity 

Mr. BOLL (Hammersmith): I beg to | ™ay, under certain conditions be con- 
ask the Secretary of State for War, | verted into a pension of not less than £10 
whether it is proposed in the forthcoming | pet annum. Injured men are entitled to 
Army Regulations to recommend canteens | "Jury pay equal to half their average 


Questions. (Questions. 








to deal with the Co-operative Union 
Stores. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. No. re- 
commendation is given. The Committee 
made representations strongly in the 
direction of Co-operative Union for Army 
Canteens. I could not accept their pro- 
posal, but have left it to the general 
officers commanding in concert with the 


commanders of different units under them | 
to decide what system—tenant or regi- | 


mental—is best for the soldier, and 
permit them to buy in the open market 
or register themselves as a Co-operative 
Society, as they think best. 


Mr. BULL: Then is there no truth in 


the statement which has been published ? | 


Mr. BRODRICK: None whatever. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 5%.) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman take care 
that the local traders in the neighbour- 
hood of the Curragh are not boycotted ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The War Office has 


no control over the matter. 


Woolwich Arsenal Disaster. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state whether the wives 
and families of the men killed and in- 
jured in the recent explosion at Woolwich 
Arsenal are entitled to any benefits from 
public funds ; and, if not, whether, seeing 
that these men received no extra or 
special pay on account of the nature of 
their occupation and were moreover work- 
ing for less than the current rate of wages 
in the locality for unskilled labour, he 
will consider the advisability of granting 
special pensions to their wives and families 
while providing immediate succour for 
them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Under the scheme 


of compensation drawn up in accordance 


}earnings. The rate of wages is under 
| consideration in connection with the rates 
| paid in similar undertakings. 

|. Captain NORTON: Will the right 
|} hon. Gentleman take care that in this 
‘ease pensions and not bulk sums are 
| given ? 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I will give my best 
| attention to the matter. 
H.M.S ‘“ Majestic.” 

Stir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Sceretary to 
the Admiralty whether he has any 
| official report to the effect that the Vice- 
| Admiral commanding the Channel Fleet 
ordered beer to be served out to the men 
/on duty in the engine room of H.M.s. 
| “*Majestic” during the late quarterly 
trial. 


| THe SECRETARY to tut ADMIR- 
|ALTY (Mr. ArNoLp-Forster, Beltast, 
| W.): No unusual rewards whatever were 
‘given on the occasion referred to, and 
| there is no foundation for the statements 
that have appeared in the Press to this 


| 
| 
| effect. 
| 


| Northern Nigeria—Military Operations. 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what is the extent of the 
check to the British Forces in 
North Nigeria, and what is the latest 
military report from that district of 
West Africa, especially with regard to 
isolated British posts, have they bren 
reinforced, and to what extent. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The situation is as 
follows: Afterthe occupation of Sokoto 
in March, the ex-Sultan fled in an 
easterly and south-easterly direction 
across Northern Nigeria, and at the 
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date of the latest reports (the middle of 
May) was in a district more than 400 
miles from Sokoto, and some 200 miles 
from Kano in a direct line, where there 
are no British posts. He had been 
joined by many of the inhabitants of the 
towns in this remote district. He was 
pursued by a small force of the West 
African Frontier Force, under Captain 
Sword, who reported (on the 16th of 
May) that he had attacked the ex- 
Sultan’s forces in a walled town called 
Durmi. The attack was unsuccessful, 
Captain Sword being without artillery. 
The casualties on his side were: Cap- 
tain Plummer slightly wounded, one 
British non-commissioned officer severely 
wounded, four native soldiers killed, and 
sixty slightly wounded. The enemy’s 
loss was estimated at 300 killed and 
wounded. Captain Sword’s force con- 
sisted of only 130 rank and file, and he 
stated that he was retiring to Bautshi 
(the nearest British post) without 
opposition. Reinforcements from other 
parts of Northern Nigeria are being sent 
to Bautshi, where 500 men with artillery 
will shortly be concentrated. There is 
no disquieting news from other parts of 
the Protectorate, and the acting High 
Commissioner considers that the pre- 
cautions taken are sufficient. In order, 
however, to provide for any possible 
emergency, contingents of the West 
African Frontier Force are being held in 
readiness in the neighbouring West 
African Colonies, who will proceed at 
once to Northern Nigeria on the demand 
of the acting High Commissioner. 


Lord Tennyson’s Term of Office. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether Lord Tennyson’s 
term of office in Australia is to be ex- 
tended ; and, if so, for what period. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir ; 
there is no truth in the telegram which 
has appeared in the newspapers on this 
subject; and Lord Tennyson informs 
me that he must adhere to the arrange- 
ment already made, and will leave at 
the beginning of December. 


Transvaal Dynamite Duty. 
Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether, 
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under the new laws of the Transvaal, 
dynamite manufactured by the De 
Beers Company in Cape Colony can 
be sent free of duty into the Trans- 
vaal; and whether British dynamite 
manufacturers have to pay a duty of 
£14 per ton on dynamite sent to the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The posi- 
tion at the present moment, and subject 
to the ratification of the Customs Con- 
vention by the Cape Parliament, is, so 
far as my information goes, as stated; 
but I have already explained that the 
question of equalising the duties on De 
Beers and Brisish dynamite is under 
consideration. + 


Mr. MARKHAM: I take that to be 
an answer in the affirmative. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say if it is not an 
infringement of the London Convention 
on which he has so much insisted in the 
past. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
admit that. If the hon. Member wishes 
further information he must put down 
a Question. 


Transvaal Diamond Ordinance. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
new Diamond Ordinance introduced 
into the Transvaal Council last week, 
and which has already passed through 
Committee stage, provides that any 
person accused by a detective of being 
in the possession of a diamond without 
a licence is presumed in Jaw to be guiity, 
the punishment being penal servitude 
for twenty years, and whether, seeing 
that this special iegislation is opposed to 
the principles of the ordinary criminal 
law, he will at once inform Lord Milner 
that His Majesty’s Government cannot 
sanction legislation of this character. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Draft 
Ordinance referred to follows the Cape 
Act of 1882. I have not yet received 
Lord Milner’s report on this Ordinance, 
and, in the meantime, I do not consider 
it desirable to express any opinion as to 
its provisions. 








+ See (4) Debates, exxiii., 943. 
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Colonial Conference. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, with reference to the 
statement in the Report of the Colonial 
Conference that some of the members 
had objected to a full publication of the 
proceedings, whether he will endeavour 
to obtain the consent of these members 
to such publication in order that the 
House may be informed as to the reasons 
on which the reported resolutions of the 
Conference were based. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The matter 
was fully considered at the time, and | 
am notaware of any circumstances which 
have arisen likely to induce the members 
who objected to publication to modify 
their views. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Is it 
not the fact that the proceedings have 
been published by one of the colonies ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


Diamond Finds in the Transvaal. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, during his visit to South 
Africa, he was informed that a valuable 
diamond mine had been discovered in 
the Transvanl; whether, seeing that Sir 
Arthur Lawley stated on 20th May, at 
the Legislative Council, that the ‘Trans- 
vaal possessed a diamond field which 
bids fair to rival in richness, if not 
excel, any field hitherto discovered, 
he will say if, under the new Diamond 
Ordinance promulgated last Monday, 
half of this mine will be given to 
a monopolist diamond syndicate, the 
prospectors and owners of the surface 
land; and if the Governor has the 
power to let out the remaining half of 
the mine to the same syndicate on 
tribute ; and why the general public has 
been excluded, in view of the fact that 
under the old law the right of mining 
for all gold and precious stones belongs 
to the Government. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Iam aware 
that valuable finds of diamonds have 
been made in the Transvaal. I have 


not yet received the text of the Bill and, 
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'Iam therefore not at present prepared 
to make any statement on the subject. 


ries. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): 1 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he will state the 
names of those foreign countries which 
allow England most-favoured-nation 
treatment and of those which do not. 
and the foreign countries which allow 
British colonies most-favoured nation 
treatment and those which do not. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY orSTATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Uran- 
BORNE, Rochester): I assume that the 
Question refers to Treaty rights. A 
Paper is about to be presented giving 
| this information. 


Servia—Attitude of the British 
Government. 
Mr. 


MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): Il beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Sir George Bonham, late 
British Minister at Belgrade, remains at 
the Servian capital in a representative or « 
private capacity; whether the Britis): 
Legation and Consulates in Servia retain 
their extra-territorial privileges ; and to 
whom for the time being the protection 
of British subjects resident in Servia is 
entrusted. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The formal 
official functions of Sir George Bonham 
as His Majesty’s Representative at the 
Servian Court are suspended. He 
remains for the present at Belgrade as 
the unofficial Agent of His Majesty's 
Government. It has been usual to 
recognise the right of a Legation to 
retain the customary extra territorial 
and diplomatic privileges in spite of a 
temporary suspension of the Minister's 
official functions. British Consular 
officers in Servia do not enjoy extra- 
territorial privileges, but in accordance 
with usage the only British Consular 
Officer in the country will continue to 
exercise his Consular functions. The 
protection of British subjects continues 
to be entrusted to His Majesty’s Legation 
which is authorised to make such un- 
official communications to the de facto 
authorities as may be necessary for that 
purpose. 


British i Rights with Foreign 
ount: 
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Mr. MALCOLM: May I ask whether 
there is at the present time a Servian 
Minister accredited to the Court of St. 
James in London ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: No, Sir. His 
functions lapsed with the death of King 
Alexander, just as Sir G. Bonham’s 
lapsed at the same time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can undertake 
that before diplomatic relations are 
formally renewed with Servia His 
Majesty's Government will convey to 
the Servian Government an expression 
of the feeling of this country at the 
recent murders, and a demand that 
those guilty should be brought to justice. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or toe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Bairour, Manchester, E.): It would 
evidently be impossible to make any 
remonstrance or representation to the 
Servian Government until diplomatic 
relations are renewed. There appears 
to be a fundamental contradiction 
inherent in the suggestion of the hon. 
Member. As was stated by the Foreign 
Svcretary, ] may remind him that Sir 
G. Bonham will not be at Belgrade at 
the time when the new Government is 
inaugurated. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether His 
Majesty’s Government is in agreement 
with the attitude of Russia in this 
matter ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
anything is gained by putting or answer- 
ing such a question. We have taken up 
our own line in the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Might 
Task the right hon. Gentleman whether 


he can say whether His Majesty’s| 


Government have intimated in any way 
that they consider that the people guilty 
oi these murders should be punished 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER : That is the precise 
(Juestion on the Paper which has been 
answered. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: A very 
proper question ! 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Will His 
Majesty’s Consul be at Belgrade in order 
to protect British subjectsif any occasion 
should arise ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Vice- 
Consul will be there. 


British Treaties of Commerce and 
Navigation. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will lay 
upon the Table a Return of most- 
favoured-nation clauses in existing 
treaties of commerce and navigation 
between Great Britain and foreign 
powers, stating the period when ter- 
minable and showing whether they 
apply to the British colonies, in force 
on the Ist day of May, 1903. Further, 
may | ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman will grant a Return showing 
the nations which, although not bound 
by treaty, as a matter of courtesy give 

us most-favoured-nation treatment ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The answer to 
the Question on the Paper is in the 
affirmative. As to the supplementary 
Question I am discussing that point 
with my advisers. Sucha Return would 
take a good deal longer to prepare. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Perhaps the 
noble Lord will let me put down the 
first Return and deal with the supple- 
mentary matter in another Return. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Yes, put the 
first Return down and | will see to the 
other. 


Brussels Sugar Commission. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary oi 
State for Foreign Affairs has the 
/Permanent Sugar Commission at 
Brusse!s pronounced that the Austro- 
Hungarian contingent system, whereby 
a certain quantity of sugar manufacture 
for the home market of those countries 
is fixed and a fixed proportion thereof 
allotted to each manufacturer therein, 
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constitutes an indirect bounty on the 
production or export of sugar; if so, is 
this pronouncement final and binding 
on the signatéry States, or will it, since 
Austria and Hungary are separate con- 
tracting parties to the Brussels Sugar 
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‘seized at Douai by the French Govern- 


Questions. 


ment; and if our Ambassador at Paris 


_has directions to protect the property of 


Convention, require to be submitted to’ 


a conference of the signatory Powers 
for the decision of that conference under 
Article VII. of that Convention; and 
have His Majesty's Government any 
information that Hungary contemplates 
seceding from the Convention in order 
to retain her contingent system, or that 
Austria contemplates similar or other 
action in this respect. 


LorpD CRANBORNE- I am unable 
to give my hon. friend any information 
in reply to his first Question. The 
second Question, therefore, must be 
treated as hypothetical and cannot be 
answered. The answer to the last 
Question is in the negative. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the noble 
Lord aware that the answer to the first 
part of my Question appears in all the 


journals here based on information 
derived from the Permanent Come 
mission ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: It is no part 
of my official duty to inquire as to that. 


Commercial Treaty with Germany. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs when the 
promised Papers relating to the de- 
nunciation of the Commercial Treaty 
with Germany will be circulated ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The Papers are 
now being prepared and will be pre- 
sented as soon as possible. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 


soon ? 


How 


Lorp CRANBORNE: In the course 
of a very few days I hope. 


The English Benedictines. 
CotonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if the property of 


all English subjects expelled from France 
for non-compliance with the new religious 
laws. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: So far as I am 
aware, no personal property belonging to 
individual British subjects has been 
seized at Douai. Questions have arisen 
with regard to the corporate property 
of the English Benedictines established 
there, but His Majesty’s Government are 
advised that the corporate property of a 
community which has voluntarily settled 
in France, is subject to French law, and 
that His Majesty's Government have 
no locus standi to intervene on its behalf. 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Paris is 
fully cognisant of the circurastances of 
the case, and has done what was possible 
to obtain considerate treatment for the 
English Benedictines. 


British Interests at Cape Juby. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his attention has been 
called to the facts that a British com- 
pany, formerly carrying on trade at 
Cape Juby, was constantly warned by 
His Majesty’s Government that the 
territory formed portion of Morocco, that 
the factory of a company formed by 
Lee Brothers of Manchester was ulti- 
mately sold, and is now occupied by 
troops of the Sultan of Morocco, and 
that a subsequent British private ex- 
pedition to the same district was treated 
as unlawful; and, if so, will he say 
whether he has any official information 
showing that a private French armed 
expedition, supported by private ships, 
has occupied the district of Cape Juby ; 
and, further, which of the Powers have 
recognised the title to the district of 
the Sultan ; and what steps His Majesty’s 
Government propose to take to settle the 
boundaries of Morocco. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s 
Government addressed no warning of the 
kind mentioned to the North - West 
African Company to which the right 
hon. Baronet refers, But at the time 
of the occupation by them of Cape Juby, 


any English subjects has lately been; we declined to promise them material 
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support against the tribes. The com- 
pany evacuated their station in 1895 
upon the following conditions amongst 
others: that the Moorish Government 
should pay them £50,000, and that His 
Majesty's Government should recognise 
the Sultan’s jurisdiction over the terri- 
tory in question as far as Cape Bojador. 
[am not aware of any subsequent Brit- 
ish expedition to the same district, nor 
have I any information as to the alleged 
French expedition, nor as to what Powers 
have recognised the Sultan’s jurisdiction 
over the coast in question. The present 
is not a favourable moment for taking 
action in the direction suggested in the 
last Question. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Are any 
inquiries being made, say from Spain ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I cannot say 
straight off, but if the right hon. Baronet 
wishes to know, I will inquire. 


*sirn CHARLES DILKE: I will put 


down a further Question. 


Customs Duties. 

Mr. BLACK (Banttshire) : I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
state on what items the increase of 
£2,207,000 on Customs duties, shown 
in his Budget statement, arises; and 
the increase applicable to each. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THe EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Ritcaiz, Croydon): This 
is a Question which might very pro- 
perly be unstarred, because there is a 
vast amount of figures involved, and 
it does not seem reasonable to ask me 
to read them out. If the hon. Member 
will consent, I will supply him with a 


copy. 
Mr. BLACK : To-day ? 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, at once. 


Statistical Abstract. 

Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): On behalf 
of the hon. Member for South-West Man- 
chester I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the Statistical 
Abstract for 1902 is out of print; and 
whether it is intended to reprint it; and, 
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if so, how soon it will be in the hands of 
Members. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
THE TREASURY {Mr. Ettiot, Durham) : 
Owing to an unusual demand for the 
Statistical Abstract of the United King- 
dom (published in 1902), the Paper 1s 
now out of print. I am informed that a 
reprint has been ordered, and that a 
further supply, available on application 
by Members who have not already received 
copies, will be printed and ready for issue 
not later than Thursday next. 


Alien Immigration. 

Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President oi 
the Board of Trade if his attention has 
been called to the fact that in the month 
of May, 8,171 alien immigrants, inclusive 
of 1,308 sailors, arrived as deck or third 
class passengers in the United Kingdom, 
not en route to places out of the United 
Kingdom, and that of these, 3,350 arrived 
at the Port of London; and whether, 
having regard to the presentment of the 
grand jury and the Chairman of the 
London Sessions, that the calendar for 
the present month shows that 20 per 
cent. of the prisoners are alien criminals, 
and of the fact that on a certain day no 
English was heard in the sessions court, 
he will take steps to expedite legislation 
on the subject. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar LAw, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : The 
figures given in the Question are not 
quite correctly stated. I have nothing 
to add, as regards legislation, to the reply 
given by me to the hon. Member on the 
15th instant. 7 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: In what 
respect are the figures not accurate ? 
They are founded on the Returns of the 
Board of Trade. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: They are 
approximately correct but not quite 
accurate. 


Average Duties on British Exports. 


Str EDGAR VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can state the average duties 





+ See (4) Debates, exxiii, 948. 
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calculated on an ad valorem basis levied 
in the different foreign countries and in 
our colonies on the larger classes of 
British exports ; and, if the information 
is not at his disposal, whether he will 
obtain it. 


Questions. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The information 
asked for is not at present available, and 
its preparation presents great difficulties 
owing to the different classifications 
adopted in the tariffs of different 
countries. The matter, however, is being 
looked into. 


Canadian and American Mails. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster -General 
whether his attention has been called to 
the use of Galway Bay by Allan Line 
aud other orean steamers, and by large 
war vessels, and to the position offered 
hy this harbour for an expeditious mail 
service between this country and America ; 
and whether, in future contracts for the 
carrying of mails between Great Britain 
and Ireland and Canada and the United 
States of America, he will favourably 
consider the representations made to him 
for the selection of Galway Harbour for 
these mail services. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): Due consideration will be given to 
the question of making Galway the 
terminal port for the Atlantic Mail ser- 
vices when any new contract is about to 
be concluded. But at present I see no 
prospect of a change in the existing 
arrangements for the American mails. 
The mail service to and from Canada is 
under a contract made by the Dominion 
Government. 


Treatment of Lunatics—Case of C. J. 
Smart. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President ot the Loval 
Government Board if his attention 
has been called to the death of Charles 
Joseph Smart in the Middlesex (ounty 
Asylum ; and, if su, will he state whether 
this man was just before his death placed 
in a strait-jacket without the doctor’s 
orders, and whether inquiries will be 
made into the whole matter. 
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THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): My attention has 
been drawn to this case and I am in 
communication with the guardians of the 
Brentford Union on the subject. It 
appears that the man was removed to 
the workhouse on the 27th of last 
month as an alleged lunatic, and that on 
the 30th he was taken to the asyluin, 
where he died on the following day. The 
medical officer of the workhouse states 
that on arrival at the workhouse the 
man was extremely violent, and tlie 
assistant medical officer deemed it 
advisable to order that a restraint jackvt 
should be used. The medical officer saw 
the patient early next day and kept him 
under constant observation until his re- 
movalto the asylum It was by the 
express direction of the medical officer 
that the patient was removed in the 
restraint jacket. I understand that the 
case will come before the guardians at 
their next meeting. Meanwhile I have 
applied to the coroner for a copy of the 
depositions taken at the inquest, and on 
the receipt of this 1 will consider 
whether it is necessary for me to take 
any further action in the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Do | 
understand that this man was put into 
a strait-waistcoat by the express order 
of the medical officer ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
was contradicted at the inquest. 


That 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I propose to 
ask for a copy of the evidence as | have 
already stated. 


Traction Traffic in the Metropolis. 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local 
Government Loard whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the inconvenience 
caused to traffic and the injury done to 
the wood pavements by trains of heavily 
loaded wagons drawn by traction engines 
through the streets of the Metropolis ; 


and, if so, whether he will initiate legis- 


lation upon the subject. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
that complaints have been made in con- 
nection with the use of traction engines 
in the streets of London. The County 
Council are empowered by Section 6 of 
the Locomotives Act; 1898, to make 
by-laws dealing with this matter, and I 
understand that they are preparing 
sume by-laws on the subject. 


Victoria and Albert Museum. 

*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether any change 
has been made in the plans for the 
Victoria and Albert Museum which will 
increase the accommodation for the 
teaching of art to the prejudice of the 
arrangements for the purposes of the 
exhibition of the collections. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THe BOARD or EDUCATION 


(Sir Wituram Anson, Oxford Univer- | 


sity): A change was made in 1900 
in the original plans for the Victoria 
and Albert Museum. The result of this 


change would be to increase the accom- | 


modation for the Royal College of Art, 
and might be regarded as prejudicial to 
the exhibition of the collections. I am 
in communication with the Office of 
Works on the subject. 


Sanitation in the West Fife Coalfield. 
Mr. MUNRO ¥ERGUSON (Leith, 
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the second Question the answer is in the 
affirmative, having regard to the extent 
of the powers conferred upon that Board 
by statute. Any additional powers can 
only be given by legislation, and the 
Secretary for Scotland cannot at present 
undertake any obligation in regard to it. 


Mr. MUNROFERGUSON : Perhaps 
the Solicitor-General will inquire as to 
the powers exercised by the English 
Local Government Board in _ this 
direction. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Yes, I will 
make that inquiry. 


Irish Education Grants. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his sanction has 
been given to the notice issued by the 

| Commissioners of National Education to 
managers neutralising the effect of Rule 
82 (b) dealing with grants in aid of local 
contributions to existing vested schools, 
whether vested in the Commissioners or 
in trustees, ior adding to or enlarging 
them, for enclosing sites, for other 
desirable or necessary structural changes 
or improvements, or for repairs rendered 
necessary by storms; and, if not, will 
the Commissioners be asked to carry 
out this rule as printed in their author- 
ised edition, by aiding in repairing all 
schools injured by the late storm. 


Burghs) : | beg to ask the Lord Advocate | 


whether the lack of sufficient provision | 
for sanitation in the West Fife coalfield, | 


coupled with the stream pollution there, 


has attracted the attention of the Scottish | 


Office ; whether the Secretary for Scot- 


land is satisfied that the Scottish Local | 
Government Board exercises adequate | 


supervision in such cases over the action 
of the local authorities, or whether he 
proposes to render the Edinburgh Board 


effective to deal with the lack of sanita- | 


tion in such growing districts. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgeton) : The question of the 
pollution of the streams in the West of 
Fife has been under consideration by the 
Local Government Board. An inquiry 
has been ordered and will be undertaken 
at the earliest possibletime. In reply to 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaAm, Dover): No, 
Sir. Such notices or circulars are issued 
hy the Commissioners and do not require 
the approval of the Executive. In the 
present case, | understand that it became 
necessary to point out to school 
/managers that some misconception had 
arisen with respect to the application 
of the rule referred to. The Commis- 
sioners explained that they cannot make 
‘grants in aid of ordinary repairs to 
| schools vested in trustees, even though 
| the need for such may be at ributable 
| directly or indirectly to storms. The 
|rule was only intended to provide for 
repairs of a pressing nature and whcre 
|it is essential to prevent the school- 
‘house being closed altogether owing to 
| serious and exceptional damage done to 
| the structure by storms. 
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Birr and Portumna Line. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief. 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | 


land whether he can state the amount 
expended on the Birr and Portumna line 
of railway ; also whose property it is at 
present; whether he is aware that a 
portion of the line has been stolen or 
taken away; that this stealing of the 
line is continued up to the present; and, 
if so, whether he will give instructions 
to prevent this. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
struction of this line was about £80,000. 
The Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany worked the line for ten years, and 
when their lease expired in 1878 they 
surrendered the line, which then fell into 
the hands of the Public Works Loans 
Commissioners as first mortgagees. The 
rails, etc., were carried away by irre- 
sponsible persons. 


Mr. ROCHE: I 
being carted away. 
be stopped ? 


saw the material 
Cannot the looting 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am told there is 


nothing left worth stealing. 


Roscommon Rate Collections. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Local Government Board 
of Ireland has refused the request of the 
Roscommon County Council to sanction 
the payment of their poundage fees to 
certain rate collectors who had exceeded 
the prescribed period for making lodg- 
ments, but who had completed their 
collections ; and whether, in view of the 


further representations of the County | 


Council as to the difficulty of collection, 
the congestion of the districts, and the 
poverty of many of the ratepayers, he 
will advise the Local Government Board 
to reconsider its decision. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first part of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. No satisfactory explanation has 
been given of the negligence of these 
collectors to complete their collections 
within the prescribed period. 
is unable to allow these men to receive 
the same consideration as has been shown 


to the larger number of collectors who | 
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Lismore Garrotting Case. 

*Mr. O’'SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what steps have been taken by the police 
to secure the arrest of the persons impli- 
eated in the recent case of garrotting 
near Lismore. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One of the two 
persons implicated is in custody, on 
remand. ‘The police are making every 


on | effort to capture the second. 
The cost of con- | 


*Mr. O'SSHEE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman direct some of the extra police 
in Tallow, the nearest police station, to 
be detailed for the duty of capturing this 
garrotter, as no crime exists in Tallow ? 


Tallow Meeting Prohibited. 


*Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state on what grounds 
and by whose directions the public mect- 
ing called for the town of Tallow on the 
7th instant was prohibited without pro- 
clamation by the Lord Lieutenant, and 
then permitted to take place less than 
half-a-mile from the place where a field 
had been hired and a platform erected ; 
how many police were drafted into 
Tallow and Lismore on the occasion ; 
what was the object of drafting them 
into Lismore, which is four miles from 
Tallow, and holding them in the Lis- 
more courthouse under arms during the 
day ; what is the cost of the extra police 
and what proportion, if any, of this cost 
will be borne by the county rates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A meeting was 
held without interference at a_ place 
oneand a half miles distant from Tallow. 
A police force consisting of four officers 
and 133 men was drafted in and so dis- 
posed at Tallow, with a reserve at 
Lismore, as to give any protection that 


'might have been needed to Mr. O’Keefe 


and any others concerned in recent liti- 
gation. The cost of the force amounts 
to about £70, of which £11 14s. will be 
charged to local rates. 


CapTaIn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the meeting was advertised some weeks 


completed their work promptly and well. | previously, and yet neither the Committee 
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nor the Members of Parliament an-| whether tenants who gave up their 
nounced to speak were warned that it | holdings because they were unable to 
would be prohibited. pay their rents and have since offered 
reduced rents will be regarded as evicted 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware | tenants in the Land Bill. 
that it was advertised. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The words “evicted 
*Mr. O’'SHEE: It was announced some | tenants ’’’ are not used in the Bill. The 
weeks beforehand. class of persons referred to is covered by 
the provisions of Clause 2 (1) (d). 
Tullamore Gaol. ; 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, S.): I | Smerwick Harbour. 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the} Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, | t0 ask the Chief Secretary tu the Lord 
seeing that the floors of nearly all the | Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
cells in His Majesty’s Prison at Tulla- | Of the applications made to the Congested 
more are flagged with a kind of stone Districts Board by the fishermen of 
known as sweating stone, he will advise | Smerwick Harbour for the erection of a 
the General Prisons Board to have | Pier and of the number of families in the 
boarded flooring put in cells which have district who depend solely on the fishing 
no fires, in the interest of the health of | dustry, he will urge the Board to take 
the prisoners | immediate steps for the construction of 
: this pier. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am advised that | panes 4 , 
the stone flags are very dry in all seasons, Mr. WYNDHAM : The Board, three 


and that they are in no way detrimental | °“""* *8° offered to contribute towards 
to health. Fires are not placed in prison | Bo cet GE cutending Ge existing sip. 
eile otiish aon tina diet | No action has since been taken by ‘the 


| County or Rural District Council. 








Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: Well, Iam! 1. ae 
in a position to say that the right hon. | Limerick and Cork Mail Trains. 
Gentlemen's information is not correct. | @R-JOYCE(Limerick): I beg to ask the 

| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am told the cells | Ireland whether his attention has been 
are paved with red sandstone flags _called to the fact that the London and 
which do not sweat. North-Western Railway Company’s ex- 

press boat, at present leaving Dublin at 
10.15 a.m., is to be changed on lst July 
to 11 a.m., thus enabling passengers from 
the north and west of Ireland to avail 
themselves of the accelerated service ; 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): and, if so, will the attention of the Great 
So am 1 aed ft fom tak ae Southern and Western Railway Company 
onal year experience Y | of Ireland be called to the fact with the 

. 'view of having an early train from 
_Limerick and Cork run in the same 
connection. 


Mr. ROCHE: From personal experi- 
ence I can corroborate the statement of 
the hon. Member for South Mayo. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question cannot 
be argued now. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The proposed 


Ray 9 D _ yew Co., Ossory): | iteration has been notified in the public 
as the right hon. Gentleman ever been | press’ Further publicity will attach to 


. ‘Tt . F . . 
an inmate of Tullamore Gaol 3 the hon. Member's Question, and the 
matter can scarcely escape the attention 
* 4 . * e 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! of the chairman and directors of the Great 


Irish Evicted Tenants. Southern and Western Railway Company. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, | Mortgages on Irish Land. 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary!) Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state what, approximately, is the amount 
of money charged by way of mortgage on 
Irish landed estates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not in a 
position to give this information. There 
is no material officially available from 
which to ascertain it, but it is a matter of 
common knowledge that many properties 
are very heavily mortgaged. 


Vandeleur Estate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the settle- 
ment created by the late Lord Russell on 
the Vandeleur estate, in County Clare, is 
still in force between landlord and tenant ; 
and whether these tenants will be at 
liberty to avail themselves of the Land 
Bill should it become law this year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The award recited 
that the evicted tenants had been re- 
instated in their holdings as tenants, that 
some of them had had, and others had 
not had, judicial rents fixed, and that the 
landlord had agreed to accept arrears of 
rent at a certain rate in the case of 
judicial tenants,” and at a different rate 
from non-judicial tenants. I cannot say 
whether the landlord re-instated the 
evicted judicial tenants with the intention 
that their status as such should be con- 
tinued. I understand that it was subse- 
quently held in a Court of law that the 
award was not legally binding. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that a circular has 
been issued directing that all the tenants 
must pay the hanging gale? Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make representa- 
tions so that this may not be persisted in? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
that. I know that the award was held 
not to be legally binding. I cannot 
prevent anyone exercising his private 
rights. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 
under the peculiar circumstances of the 
day the Government might take some 
steps to prevent these people being 
treated as they are threatened by 
circular. 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: You can 
refuse to lend the forces of the Crown. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Galway and the Marine Works Act 
Grant. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland how much of the 
Marine Works Act Grant has already 
been expended within the limits of the 
Parliamentary Borough of Galway; how 
much has been granted for works in the 
same area ; and how much itis proposed 
shall be expended. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not proposed 
to expend any portion of the grant in 
this area. The Government is in 
communication with the County 
Council with respect to the carrying out 
of Marine Works at other points in the 
county. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN : Then I may 
take it that nothing is to be expended 
in this area. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
tenor of my reply. 


That was the 


Ashbourne Act Purchasers. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): ‘To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the Resolu- 
tion adopted by the Kilmacthomas, 
Carrick-on-Suir, and other Boards of 
Guardians in Ireland, declaring that, 
owing tothe reduction of the interest 
on the British National Debt from 
3 per cent. at time of purchase to 24 
per cent., the tenant purchasers under 
the Ashbourne Acts are now paying 
10s. per cent. more than they equitably 
should; and whether he will accept or 
insert a Clause in the Land Bill to deak 
with this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Advances under 
the Ashbourne Acts were made by the 
issue of Local Loans Stock which 
carried, and still carries, a 3 per cent. 
dividend. ‘this is not affected by 
fluctuations in the dividends on Consols. 
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Mr. DILLON: When will the stock 
be redeemable ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think in 1912. 


Irish Local Government Board Staff. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
explain why the practice of the Local 
Government Board to appoint to 
vacancies on the permanent staff 
temporary inspectors who have 
satisfactorily discharged their duties 
has been departed from within the past 
few days in the transfer of Mr. Charles 
O’Connor from the position of auditor 
to that of inspector, and state the special 
circumstances which necessitated the 
transfer of Mr. O'Connor; and whether, 
seeing that Mr. Wilson Lynch has 
been for several years a temporary 
inspector and has discharged his duties 
to the satisfaction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. he will before the post of 
auditor is filled, consider the desirability 
of again attaching Mr. O’Connor to the 
Audit Department. 


Mr. WYNDHA\M: In filling vacancies 
on the Staff of Inspectors the Local 
Government Board invariably proceeds 
upon the principle of selecting persons 
who, in the Board’s opinion, are the 
most competent and best qualified. 
That principle was followed in the case 
of the vacancy mentioned. 


Irish Land Purchase 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the effect of 
the abolition of the quit rent on the 
instalments to be paid by the tenant 
under the Irish Land Bill on £100 rental, 
and will he also lay a Paper showing 
the comparative effect on the tenant's , 
instalments under the present Bill and 
previous Purchase Acts. 


} 
| 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The effect of the 
abolition of the perpetual rent charge 
will best be illustrated by a re-issue of | 
the Return, No. 183 of this session, | 
with an additional column showing | 
figures under the altered conditions. | 


: ; | 
With respect to instalments under | 
i 


| 
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previous Purchase Acts I would rejer 
the hon. Member to Return No. 18€ of 
1902. 


Ireland—Mayors and the Judicial Oath. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the fact that in the majority 
of the boroughs in Ireland, since the 
passing of the Municipal Corporations 
Act of 1840, the mayors have been 
acting as Justices of the Peace without 
being required to take the judicial oath, 
and that the mayor of Clonmel upon 
the accession of his present Majesty 
declined to take the judicial oath. a 
course followed by the present mayor, 
which was legal in accordance with the 
opinion of the Law Officers of the 
Crown, which has, however, subsequently 
been changed, and in view of the incon- 
venience caused by the action of the 
Irish Executive in this matter, the 
Government will take steps to obtain a 
decision of a competent Court of Law 
upon the point in question, as requested 
by a resolution of the Clonmel Corpora- 
tion communicated to him in April last. 


Tne ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrixson, London- 
derry, N.): At my right hon. friend’s 
request I will reply to this Question. I 
do not think that the hon. Member’s 
statement is quiteaccurate in its details, 
but L concur with him in thinking that 
it is desirable to have the question of 
law mentioned raised and determined 
in a Court of Law, if aconvenient oppor- 
tunity should present itself. 


Mr. CONDON: I acted as mayor for 
six years. Why was not action taken 
in my case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The point was not 
raised until recently. 


Mr. CONDON : I raised it myself last 
year by refusing to take the oath. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order. 


Mr. CONDON : The right hon. Gen- 
tleman contradicted my statement. 
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&3 Questions. 


The Irish Gold Ornaments. 


Stir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in view of the decision 
which has been given in the case of the 
Irish gold ornaments, he will suggest 
to His Majesty that they should be 
handed over to Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A good many 
matters of some complexity arise in 
connection with this matter. I shall 
be glad if the hon. Baronet will put 
down a Question for a later day, and I 
hope I shall then be in a position to give 
a complete answer. 


Irish Butter Trade—Railway Delays in 


ngland. 
Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 


whether his attention has been called 
to complaints as to the delay in delivery 
of saltiess Irish butter coming from 
Limerick and consigned to the Mapleton 
Dairy Company, Edenbridge, Kent, and 
as to the non-delivery of two boxes of 
the same class butter consigned to the 
Cash Stores, High Street, Dovercourt, 
sent from Limerick on the 11th inst. 
and not delivered on the 16th inst., 
and, if so, whether he will inquire into 
these complaints and take steps to make 
the railway companies responsible for 
the delay in fulfilling their obligations 
to the public. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes, Sir; the 
Board of Trade have received, through 
the hon. Member, a letter containing 
the complaints in question. Inquiry is 
being made of the railway companies 
concerned, and I shall be happy to 
inform the hon. Member of the result. 


Germany and Canada. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in the proceedings 
of the Colonial Conference 1902, or in 
any other Papers presented to Parlia- 
ment, there is any statement of the 
views of the British Government or the 
Canadian Government on the conduct 
of Germany in placing Canada on the 
general tariff. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: There is 
no such statement in any Papers which 
have been presented to Parliament. A 
general reference to the matter will be 
found on page 39 of the Colonial Con- 
ference Blue-book Cd. 1299 of 1902. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN: Was it not a 


matter of special complaint at the 
Colonial Conference ? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I would 


not say that. It was not specially dis- 
cussed by the Conference. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman himself did not allude to 
it in his speech to the Conference ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The report 
of my speech is before the House. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if any corre- 
spondence has ensued between the 
British and German Governments re- 
lating to the higher duties levied on 
Canadian products; ii so, will he lay it 
upon the Table; if not, is it the inten- 
tion of the Government to make 
effective protest against the action of 
the German Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The corre- 
spondence on this subject will be very 
shortly laid on the Table. I think, 
perhaps, the hon. Gentleman had better 
wait till he sees the correspondence 
before putting a Question as to its 
character. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last part of the 
Question ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman had better wait and see the 
correspondence. 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
what steps he has taken or is 
taking to induce Germany to cease 
differentiation against Canada other 
than inviting discussion in this country 
upon retaliation duties. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Ques- | 


tion should be addressed to the Foreign 
Office, but I am not aware of any 
effective steps that can be taken under 
our present fiscal system. 


Mr. BLACK: May I ask whether the 
attention of Germany has been called to 
the hospitality which she enjoys from 
us at our coaling stations ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is 
not a Question which ought to be 
addressed to me. 


Canadian Duties. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
(Colonies, are the Canadian rates of im- 
port duty as given in Cd. 1299 of 1902, 
pp. 115, 116, and 117, still in force, 
or have they been varied; are the 
Canadian duties on British cotton-woven 
manufactures from 163 to 23} per cent. 
“ud valorem, on iron and steel manu- 
factures principally 20 per cent., on iron 
and steel machinery, except mining, 163 
per cent., on iron and woollen-woven 
manufactures from 20 to 2%} per cent. ; 
and will he lay upon the Table a Return 
showing for each of the following colonies 
and possessions, viz. Australia, New 
Zealand, Cape Colony, Natal, Canada, 
West Indies, British Guiana, and India 
the present rates, or approximate rates, 
ud valorem of the import duties levied 
on British cotton manufactures, iron and 
steel manufactures, machinery, and woollen 
manufactures, respectively, as well as the 
extra duties, if any, levied on similar 
imports of other than British origin. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The rates 
of duty given on goods imported into 
Canada in Cd. 1299 of 1902, pp.115-7, 
are still in force, with the exception that 
the rates given in the column headed 
‘“‘Rates under the General Tariff” are 
subject to a surtax of one-third of the 
duty if the goods are the growth, produce, 
or manufacture of Germany. The rates 


of duty on the British textile and iron | 
and steel manufactures are as stated in| 


the Question, but the rates given for 
cotton-woven manufactures and machinery 
are for princepalarticlesonly. As regards 


the latter part of the Question the hon. | 


Member will find the information in the 
Return published in: November _ last, 
Command 1556. 
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Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN : Have the 
| Canadian Government recently approached 
|His Majesty’s Government asking for 
intervention in regard to the dispute 
| with Germany ? 


. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I must ask 
for notice of that. 


Fiscal Inquiry. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he has ex- 
/amined the precedent tor an inquiry 
into proposals for fiscal changes in this 
country afforded by the Select Committee 
on Import Duties, 1840, which took 
evidence in public and published its 
( Report, and upon which the Government 
were represented by two Ministers, one 
of Cabinet rank ; and whether he will 
consider the advantages of this method 
of inquiry over the proposed method. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly do 
not lay down the dogmatic proposition 
that an inquiry by a Committee of this 
House would be necessarily an improper 
way of approaching this subject, or parts 
of this subject; but I do not think 
anything would be gained by appointing 
a Committee in the course of the 
present session. 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the‘First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
from time to time issue in Blue-book 
form the statistical information obtained 
by the Cabinet in their inquiry into the 
Colonial Secretary's proposal for a 
revision of the fiscal arrangements of 
this country. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: At the same 
time may I ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether some public notice 
will be given of the time when oral 
evidence is to be received upon the 
fiscal inquiry, in order that those con- 
nected with the working classes may 
have an opportunity to tender their 
evidence ; whether such oral evidence 
is to be submitted to the Cabinet, or 
| to any person or persons appointed to 
receive it; and whether all materials 
used and all evidence taken, either 
orally or in writing, will be made public 
'as early as possible, and at such a time 
}as to ensure that the question of a 














87 Finance {COM MONS} Bill. 88 


fundamental change in our present | ships will be pleased to give leave to Sir 
fiscal arrangements will not be submitted | Henry Graham, the Clerk of the Parlia- 
to an unprepared Party and the un-/| ments, to attend to be examined as a 
prepared constituencies. | Witness before the Committee of Public 
| Accounts.—(Sir Arthur Hayter.) 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not) 
contemplate giving any undertaking | FINANCE BILL. 
with regard to this inquiry. | Considered in Committee. 
Mr. BLACK: Do I understand that | 
the Government will only give such in- | 
formation as suits themselves ? | nn ss 


(In the Committee.) 


LowtTHEr (Cutberland, 


Ma. A.J. BALFOUR: Mo, Sir, the | "™™) ™ He ee 


hon. Gentleman is to understand what | 
I said, which is that I would not give | 
any undertaking on the subject. Me. HARDY (Kent, Ashford) moved 
: ’ , the postponement of Clause 1 (duty on 
Bimetallism and the Fiscal Inquiry. grain, etc., to cease.) He said that hon. 
Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R.,) Members in bringing forward particular 
Otley): | beg to ask the First Lord of the questions were often much hampered by 
Treasury if the desirability of adopting the rules of debate, and of that they 
a bi-metallic currency will form part of had a conspicuous illustration on the 
the inquiry which is being held into our Second Reading of the Finance Bill, 
fiscal relations with the colonies and! when every speaker, except perhaps the 
foreign countries. Prime Minister, dealt with a subject 
which was not immediately before the 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I see no con-| House. That day he was hampered in 
nection between the currency problem very much the same way. In moving 
suggested by the hon. Gentleman and the postponement of the clause he would 
the fiseal problem to which I understand | have to tread very warily, for he could 


Clause | :— 


him to refer. not go in detail into the considerations 
' which had induced him to bring forward 
Naval Works Bill. the Motion. What he did desire to 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask obtain on general grounds by this step 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he can was that the Committee should decide 
say when the Naval Works Bill will be for themselves from what particular 
introduced. source of indirect taxation that relief 
should be given, which it had been 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I am informed | decided by reading the Bill a second time 
that the Billis ready, but I cannot as yet should be given, to the taxpayer this 
definitely fix a day for its introduction. year. If they passed the clause as it 

stood they would have eaten their cake, 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S and those who were anxious for the 
SISTER BILL. relief of the tea or coal duties, or other 

Reported, with Amendments, from | sources of indirect taxation, would only 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete be able to discuss the matter academi- 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to | cally, because the whole of the relief 
he printed. |No. 218}. Minutes of the | available would have been given away. 
Proceedings of the Standing Committee} In parting with this clause they would 
to be printed. [No. 218.] Bill, as|be parting with an actual source of 
amended (in the Standing Committee), | revenue, whereas in dealing with other 
to be considered upon Friday, and to | taxes they would deal with reductions, 
be printed. [Bill 252.] the taxes remaining part of the fiscal 
: |} system to be reduced or extended as 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. |might be deemed expedient in the 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to| future. He also thought the House 
the Lords to request that their Lord-| might fairly ask to be given the same 
\ 
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selective power as the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer used when he introduced the 
Budget. They ought in fact to be 
allowed to decide between two alterna- 
tives. 
duced they supposed that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer spoke for the Cabinet 
asa whole, but since then the situation 
had materially altered, and they might 
well ask if the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke only for himself. Without 
desiring to dwell in detail upon this 
question, he thought it was desirable, 
now that they had actually got to the 
discussion cf the corn duty itself, that 
they should bring forward this Motion 
in order to give the House free liberty of 
deciding from which source it would 
take this indirect taxation, and also to 
give the Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
further opportunity of saying whether 
he would not meet the objections of 
those who desired to retain this tax and 
reconsider the matter at the last moment. 
He begged to move. 


Motion made and Question proposed- 
- (Mr. 


“In page 1 to postpone Clause 1.” 
Ifardy.) 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircuiz, Croydon): 
My hon. friend has asked the Govern- 


ment to consent to the postponement of | 
this clause in order that the Committee | 


may have an opportunity to decide what 
form of relief shall be given to indirect 
taxation, and he argued that unless the 
corn tax be postponed and the tea tax 
comeson first the Committee will not have 
that opportunity. So far as the form is 
concerned, the question as between corn 


and tea was distinctly raised by the | 


Amendment of my right hon. friend the 


Member for Sleaford when he moved his | 
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At the time the Budget was intro- | 


Pill. 


some one tax must come first, an | 
assuming that there is a certain amount 
to be given away, and no more, 
where does the liberty of the Committee 
come in? Whatever tax comes first the 
decision which the Committee comes to 


$0 


on that particular tax settles the matter. 


Our view—-and it is very much 
strengthened by what took place on the 
Second Reading —is that by far the most 
proper and most important tax to remit 
is the corn tax. My hon. friend differs 
from me in that respect, but he can hardly 
expect me to postpone a tax which we 
think ought to be taken off in order to 
give him an opportunity of inducing the 
louse to take off a tax which we do not 
think ought to be taken off. Under 
these circumstances I am afraid I cannot 
consent to the proposal made by my 
hon. friend. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said he was sorry to hear the decision of 
the right hon. Gentleman, because he 
thought the appeal of his hon. friend 
who had moved this Amendment was 
not at all an unreasonable one. The 
(GJovernment was asked tu take a course 
which they had frequently adopted on 
other measures of much less importance. 
and that was to leave it an open question 
to their supporters on this side of the 
Hlouse and give them a fair opportunity 
of coming to a decision as to whethe 
the remission of indirect taxation should 
be made upon one or the other of these 
two articles—tea on the one hand, and 
corn on the other. When he placed his 
Amendment on the Paper, his object was 
to substitute tea, or some other subject 
of indirect taxation, for a remission ot 
taxation instead of corn, and he did so 
because he was aware that a very large 
number of hon. Members thoroughly 
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Amendment to the Second Reading ; and 
certainly the support which my right 
hon. friend got was hardly sufficient to 
justify the hon. Member in now ask- 
ing for a postponement of this clause. 


shared his opinion on the point. With 
that view he had placed upon the Pape: 
a series of Amendments, and if this 
clause had been postponed, he should 
have moved them in turn. After the 


I cannot see that the postpone- | speech of th: Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
ment of this clause would effect the! however, he recognised that this would 
purpose he desires. The hon. Member | not be possible, and the only result of 
moving his series of Amendments would 


says he desires the Committee to have | 
a free hand and full hberty to decide} be that his opposition would degenerate 
into pure obstruction, and he never had 


between the corn tax and the tea duty, | 
or any of the other duties involved. |and never would adopt that course. As 
Surely my hon. friend must see that'the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
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refused to make this concession, he 
should not persevere in his intention of 
moving his Amendments. At the same 
time, he must state that there was one 
question upon which he was absolutely 
pledged to a vast number of supporters 
outside, and that was to support the 
omission of this clause and to endeavour 
to substitute a remission of the tea duty. 
He saw no possibility of succeeding with 
regard to this Amendment, and probably 
it would be best for them to make their 
tight when they came to the omission of 
Clause 1. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTIIER (Kent, 
Thanet) said he had not hesitated to 
declare that the abandonment of the 
corn duty was acowardly and disgraceful 
act on the part of the Government, and 
the blame must not be attributed to 
one Minister, because all members of the 
Cabinet must share the responsibility of 
an act which would be very much to 
their disgrace in time to come. Nobody 
felt the burden of this tax, and the 
foreigner paid it. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The right hon. Gentleman is not entitled 
to discuss the character of the clause 


now, we shall reach that question 
by and by. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 


hoped his hon. friend would not press 
this matter to a division, for they would 
shortly have a legitimate opportunity of 
showing how many dissentients there 
were from what he considered was a 
highly discreditable course. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
his right hon. friend had explained that 
he was not going to move a certain 
number of Amendments which were on 
the Paper in his name. It occurred to 
him as a relevant reason for postpone- 
ment that perhaps some hon. Members 
who had not put down Amendments on 
the Paper might do so if the clause 
were postponed. He did not know that 
that would convince him of the propriety 
of voting for this proposal. Not only in 
the breast of his right hon. friend but 
in other protectionist hearts there was 
a singular trembling, and they seemed 
to be apprehensive of discussion. 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: 


not allovred to discuss it. 
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We were 


Lord HUGH CECIL said his right 
hon. friend had perhaps not noticed an 
Amendment on the Paper which the 
hon. Member for Liverpool had not 
persisted in, and which he had not had 
the courage to move. No doubt he 
acted discreetly, because the diseussion 
would not have served his purpose, or 
the purpose of those who had equally 
at heart the objects he had in view. He 
thought the position was a little singular 
in view of the revolution in their fiscal 
policy which had been recommended. 
They had no opportunity of discussing 
that policy except such an opportunity 
as necessarily raised a wholly false and 
different issue to the merits of the 
question. 


Mr. HARDY asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. PHILIP FOSTER (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) said he desired 
to move the Amendment standing in 
his name on the Paper to leave out of 
line 11 in page 2, “twenty-five” and 
insert “fifteen.” He had hoped that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
seen his way to reduce this figure, and 
he asked the right hon. Gentleman some 
time ago if he could possibly do so. He 
trusted the right hon. Gentleman would 
favourably consider his proposal. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 11, to leave out the word 


‘twenty-five’ and insert the word‘ fifteen.’”— 
(Mr. Philip Foster.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘twenty-five’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) trusted that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be able to accept 
the Amendment. The point raised was 
a comparatively small one, but one of 
considerable importance to a body of 
traders in this country. Those who had 
corn in stock above 500 quarters were 
to receive back the duty paid on that 
corn, but those traders who had stock 
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somewhat less than that felt that they | 
were being unfairly treated. This 

Amendment was proposed to safeguard 

the interests of the small traders, and to 

enable them to secure the same advan- 

tages which were to be given to the 

large traders. He was informed by the 

President of the London Grain Trade 

Association that there were probably 

400 or 500 persons affected by the. 
change as proposed. It did seem hard 

on those small traders that, because they 

were small traders, they should not) 
receive the same advantages as were to 

be given to the large traders. If there | 
were two millers or dealers in a town, 

and one had a stock of 500 quarters, he 

would get back from the Exchequer £25, 

but the small man who had only 400 

quarters, would not get back the £20, to 

which he would in any fair principle of 

equity be entitled. The trade had 

already suffered much inconvenience 

through the vacillating policy of the 
Government by their first imposing, then 
taking off, and then suggesting that they 

were going to re-impose the corn duty. 

He hoped that in view of this incon- | 
venience the right hon. Gentleman would | 
be able to be generous in the matter and | 
accept the Amendment. 


* Mr. RITCHIE said that adequate 
notice of the remission of the tax was 
given so that stocks might be reduced. | 
The Government at first thought that | 
the notice from the time the Budget was | 
introduced to 20th June was ample to 
enable holders to reduce their stocks, 
but it was pointed out to them in some 
quarters that, so far as the larger dealers 
were concerned, that notice might lead 
to a great dearth of grain and flour, 
because millers would not renew their 
stocks, nor would the market be able to 
make contracts for the importation of 
grain to proceed in the ordinary way. 
The Government saw that just before the 


date when the tax was to be remitted | 


there might be something in the nature of 


a famine of grain in our market with a. 


na 7 rise in price. The present 
proposal involved a considerable sacrifice, 
but they felt that it was better that 
there should be a_ sacrifice, so 


far as revenue was concerned, rather | 


than run the risk of the unfortunate 
condition of things he had described, and 
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so, in order to enable the trade to be 
carried on continuously and without 
any break at all, they agreed to pay a 
rebate up to 30th June on _ stocks 
of over 500 quarters which were 
proved to have paid duty. It was 
necessary that some limit should be 
placed on the quantity of stock on 
which’a return of duty should be given. 
It would be, otherwise, absolutely impos- 
sible to prevent considerable loss to the 
revenue. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Amendment and the Com- 
mittee would understand that in order 
to prevent fraud on the revenue there 
must be a great deal of care, inquiry, 
and examination, and it was represented 
to him by the Customs that if they 
were to go below the proposed limit 
their difficulty would be enormously 
increased, and probably fraud would 
also be increased. After all, the Com- 
mittee must see that the small men 
could do that which could not be done by 
members of the trade who dealt in large 
quantities. It was perfectly easy for 
the smaller dealers to reduce their 
stocks between April and 30th June 
so as not to involve loss at all. He 
was informed that it was easy for 
them in their transactions with the 
large dealers to arrange to have such 
quantities up to 30th June as would 
enable them to carry on business with- 
out inconvenience. Under these cireum- 
stances he was sorry that he could not 
agree to the Amendment. 


Amendment negatived. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said that in rising to 
move the omission of the Clause he 


_knew perfectly well that the whole 
| question was merged in the much larger 


subject which had recently been intro- 
duced by the proposals made by the 
Colonial Secretary. He was also equally 
well aware that the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer was in perfect accord—he 
did not know that he would be right in 
saying that he was in league—with 
‘the whole Opposition against the views 
which almost universally were professed 
by his supporters on this side of the 
House until last year. Therefore his 
chance of any success on a division in 
| reversing the decision of the Government 
at_the present moment, with the two 
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sides of the House united in a most 
unnatura! alliance, and one which he 


ventured to think was destined at no! 


distant time to be fatal to the con- 
tinued union of one of those Parties, 
namely, that on this side of the House, 


was of course perfectly hopeless. Those, 
however, were considerations which 
would not deter him this afternoon 


from doing his best to support the cause 
which he believed, and indeed knew, to 
be right, and which, he suspected, were 
shared, probably by a _ considerable 
majority of Gentlemen on this side of 
the House. He must be content to 
leave it to the verdict of the con- 
stituencies—a verdict which he for one 
was profoundly convinced could not be 
deferred for any great length of time— 
to decide between him and those who 
would be his opponents to-day. He was 
happy, however, in one thing, viz.. that 
they had had a very considerable dis- 
cussion of this question on the Second 


Reading of the Bill, and it would be. 


needless, therefore, for him to detain the 
Committee at any great length now. 
He intended, as far as possible, to confine 


himself to those points of the controversy | 
clause | 
between the Government and himself, | 
‘had seen wheat quoted at 17s. a quarter 


which had arisen out of the 
and which the Government had either 


evaded or been unable to meet. 


But, before he did this, there was one 
thing he desired to say for himself. and 
that was o repeat—he was afraid it 
would be for the fiftieth or the hundredth 
time —the stereotyped statements which, 
he observed, were so constantly made in 
some portions of the Press, and which 
had been referred to by his noble friend 
the Member for Greenwich, as to his 
supposed protectionist’s views and pro- 
clivities, that neither now nor at any time 
had he been influenced by motives of 
protection in any way, and he was at a 
loss to imagine why these proclivities 
were attributed to him, for, to the 
very best of his recollection, he did 
not believe that he had ever made a 
protectionist speech, or given a_ pro- 
tectionist vote, in the whole course of 
his political career, unless, it might 
be said that by speaking and voting 
for the shilling duty on corn last year, 
and in opposing its remission this year, 


he was to be dubbed a protectionist, in 
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which case he was a protectionist last 
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_year in company with the right hon. 


Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. As a matter of fact, if he ever 
entertained those views he abandoned 
them, God knew how many years 
ago, and for this reason. He had always 
been greatly interested in the agricul. 
tural industry of this kingdom, but he 
did not believe that by any conceiv- 
able duty on corn it was possible to 
imagine they could ever restore the corn- 
growing industry to the position it 
occupied many years ago. It seemed 
to him only the other day that two 
gentlemen, well known to Members 
of the House — noted  agriculturists, 
Mr. Clare Sewell Read and Mr. 
Albert Pell, whose names were household 
words in everything connected with 
agriculture—had been sent by the Royal 
Commission then sitting on the De- 
pression of Agriculture, known as the 
Duke of Richmond’s Commission, to 
America to inquire into the Agricul- 
tural position of the United States, and 
as to the kind of price at which wheat 
could be sent from that country to 
England; and they came back with the 
report that it could probably never be 
sent over under 40-. a quarter. Now, he 


since then, and the average price was 
immeasurably less than 40s. per quarter. 
If the object of protection were to restor 
the agricultural interest to its former 
condition it was not a duty of Is., 2s., or 
5s. that would be required. It would re 
quire a duty of 20s. or 25s. to put the 
cornindustry in Englandon its legs again : 
and that, of course, was inconceivable 
and entirely out of the question. While 
he gladly welcomed any encouragement 
or help that was given to agriculture. 
from whatever direction it came, and 
however small in amount, it had always 
been on the ground of revenue and 
revenue alone, upon financial grounds 
and these alone, that, for twenty years, 
in and out of office, and in or out of 
Parliament, he had advocated the re- 
storation of the 1s. duty on grain which, 
unfortunately, in his opinion, the 
Government were so foolish as to try 
and repeal. Having said that, he would 
pass to the consideration of the clause 
itself which was now immediately before 
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the Committee, and for which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was prim- 
arily responsible. 

Now, one of the main objections 
which he had always urged to the 
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repeal of the duty from the very outset 


was that it was introduced for per- 
manent purposes. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
the Second Reading of the Bill denied 
that ; he said that— 

‘* Tt was imposed mainly for the purposes of 

the war,” 
a statement which he might remind 
him was greeted with loud shouts of 
“No, no,” from all parts of that side 
of the House. And then the right hon. 
Gentleman went on to say— 

‘** Although it was quite true the right hon. 

Member for Bristol had expressed the hope 
that it might be permanent as a means of 
broadening the basis of taxation,...... 
it could not be considered as permanent, and 
that there was no inconsistency on his part in 
repealing it now.” 
Now the best answer he could give to 
that statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was to quote the very words of 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
West Bristol, which he had not quoted 
before to the House, and the Committee 
could then judge for themselves how 
much or how little his statement was 
justified. On 9th June last year the 
right hon. Gentleman said this : — 


‘In my belief such has been the growth of | 


our expenditure during the past few years, and 
such is likely to be its continued growth under 
any Administration, that it was absolutely 
necessary to increase the heads of indirect 
taxation. The Leader of the Opposition said 
the other day that it was mainly due to in- 
creased armaments, and he intimated pretty 
clearly his own opinion that we had gone too 
far in that direction. . . I do not believe,’ 


continued the right hon. Gentleman, 


“that the country is likely to take that view 
either with regard to the Navy or with regard 
to the ordinary peace establishment of the 
Army, and if I wanted confirmation of that 
view I might quote some words Lord Rosebery 
recently used in a speech delivered at Leeds.” 


And then he went on :— 


“Did Lord Rosebery condemn it? No, Sir, 
not a word. All he said was that it might 
ossibly be necessary, ... . and for all he 
<new was necessary that ordinary expenditure 
should have gone up £32,000,000.” : ; 
He asked how it was possible, ‘in the 
face of a statement like that on the part 
of his right hon. friend the Member f)r 
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Bristol, that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer could come forward and tell the 
House that the tax last year was imposed 
mainly for the purposes of the war, and 
that it was not intended to be, and could 
not be, a permanent tax. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he begged the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. He 
had made some reference to a remark 
which had fallen from his right hon. 
friend on an Amendment which had 
been moved to make the tax for one 
year only; and he had given some 
strong arguments why it was not 
possible for a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to impose a tax for one year 
only. The speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bristol con- 
firmed the view he took. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said he was perfectly 
well aware of what the right hon. 
Gentleman said as to putting on a tax 


‘for one year only; but he had got the 


report of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech in which he said that the 
corn tax could not be permanent, and 
that he was perfectly consistent in pro- 
posing its repeal. He would quote it 
if he desired it. Very well then! The 
right hon. Gentleman has at last made 
the admission, beyond all question or 
doubt, that the tax was brought in with 
the intention and for the purpose of 
being a permanent tax. 


Now, that being so, with the per- 
mission of the House he would turn 
to another point. He had complained 
in the course of his speech that on the 
faith of that statement made by the 
right hon. Gentleman, the Member for 
Bristol, capital had been invested, mills 
had been re-opened, industries had been 
restarted, and that all this would now 
' be lost. And what was the answer of 
the right hon. the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer? He said— 
“He thought the millers were very rash 
| people, if, because of ls. duty being imposed 
upon corn they had largely increased their 
plant.” 
But it was not the ls. duty on corn—or 
to be strictly accurate, the 3d. duty per 
cwt. ‘dn vorr—that induced the millers to 
‘Txcreése’tKeir plant ; it was the duty of 
5d. per..cwt, imposed on flour. What 
‘Wag the -rachness in that. As a matter 
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of business, they thought the invest- 
ment was good, and their opinion was 
thoroughly justified by the result. Did 
his right hon. friend mean to say 


" 
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that these millers were rash in believing | 


the statement of the right hon. Member 


for Bristol that the tax was going to be, 


permanent? If not, he asked him again 
where was the rashness? If he did, then 


hetook the liberty of entirely disagreeing | 


with his right hon. friend. The right 
hon. Member for Bristol was the last 
man in the world to mislead any man 
in business or connected with trade 
with whom he had come into any 
relations in connection with the office he 
filled when he occupied the position of 
his right hon. friend. After the explana- 
tion given the other night by the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, he was | 


sorry to say his opinion had been only 
strengthened and confirmed in regard 
to the right hon. Gentleman’s present 
proceedings. They had several indirect 
taxes before them which were imposed 
expressly for the purposes of the war. 
They had one indirect tax— partly for 
the expenses of one year of the war, 


and afterwards avowedly for permanent | 
Among the war taxes was, 


purposes. 
the increased duty on tea. In making his 
remission of indirect taxation the 
Chancellor told us that his choice 
lay between tea and corn; but he had 
deliberately elected to retain the tax 
which was specifically imposed for the 
purposes of the war, and repealed the 
duty which was avowedly introduced as 
a permanent tax. He therefore adhered 
most strongly to the opinion that in the 
face of the most explicit statements 
made by his predecessor, his right hon. 
friend was wholly without justification 
for the course he had taken, and that 
those who suffered by that course had 
the strongest, gravest, and most 
legitimate ground of complaint. That 
was his answer also to what the Prime 
Minister said on this branch of the 
subject the other night. 


Butt here wasanotherclass which suffered 
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| selves to be able to get a cheap and 


| abundant supply of offals. That was 
the class of agricultural labourers. In 
; almost every county with which he was 
acquainted the agricultural labourer 
who was at all decently well-off kept a 
pig. How wasit fed? Very largely on 
offals, when they could be obtained. 
During recent vears, as everybody knew, 
a vast number of local mills had 
been closed owing: to American com- 
petition in flour. Under the duty im- 
posed last year, these local mills had, by 
degrees, been re-opened and offals had 
again become cheap, abundant, and easily 
obtainable by these poor people ; and 
they would have been cheaper and 
still more abundant in the future 

had the duty been retained. That 
meant the labourer would have been 
‘able to keep two pigs instead of one— 
which to him would have been a matter 
of the greatest importance. That might 
account for an observation by an agri- 
cultural labourer, reported to him by the 
gentleman to whom it was made, and 
who repeated it to him. His informant 
was in daily intercourse with agricultural 
labourers—nobody saw more of them— 
and what he told him wasthis: They 
were all of them getting their loaves at 
the same price, oi the same quality and 
same size as before the shilling duty was 
put on, and that never a word had he 
heard against it. But one of them talk- 
ing to him did use an expression which 
/he commended to the consideration of 
| his right hon. friend. He said—and he 
|hoped the Committee would pardon 
|him quoting the words—-“It is a 
|damned shame for the Government to 
\take it off.” Of course he did not 
|approve of that language. nor did he 

think for a moment of endorsing it, but 

at the same time it most forcibly ex- 
|pressed his own sentiments on the 
subject, and he entirely agreed with the 
‘condemnation of the Government so 

emphatically pronounced. And whenever 
_ they went to the country—and that time 
| would come sooner or later—a great 





in preciselythe same manner asthe millers | Many Members who, like himself, repre- 

—a class which appeared to have escaped | sented agricultural constituencies would 

the recollection of the Chanzelior of the. hear a. greet deal more of this subject 

Exchequer altogether, but “to whom, in|:and of the Government of which they 

their small way, it was of even, greater |, had formerly been the strong supporters. 

importance than to the farmers them:|'(n the otner hand, he expressed the 
Mr. Chaplin. ote 
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strongest opinion that if the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed to remit the 
tea duty and keep the duty on corn he 
would have done something not only for 
every cottager in the country, and still 
more for cottagers and labourers in 
rural districts, which would not be 
easily forgotten. Now he had given 
them one of the results of repealing the 
duty on flour, and to the Government, 
he fancied, a rather unexpected result 
too. But the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had got his answer ready, in fact 
he had given his answer on a previous 
-oceasion, and he would like to examine 
it. The right hon. Gentleman 
could not understand how £2,500,000 
could be collected on bread and flour 
without the consumer feeling it. Most 
of the Committee could understand 
that; at a!l events he could. But what- 
ever might have been the case last 
year, he could quite see the position of 
the right hon. Gentleman this year. It 
would not suit the right hon. Gentleman 
‘to understand it in face of the repeal 
he was proposing to make. So much 
for the £2,500,000 collectively. But 
said the right hon. Gentleman 

‘* There is one thing I do know. Whatever 
may be the case with regard to wheat, flour has 
risen, and that to a large extent. ... 1 am 
thankful to say that home baking is not an 
extinct art in this country. I am told 
many parts of Lancashire and Yorkshire, and 
in other districts, home baking exists, both 
among the agricultural labourers and the 
mining population.” 
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That was true and he was glad to 
know it was so, and then he went on— 
“ And it cannot be alleged that they do not 
pay on account of the duty. So in regard to 
the industrial associations which exist through- 
out the country; no doubt they must have 
borne this duty which has been paid on 
flour.” 
Now, what he had to say upon that point 
was this. That might be all very well, 
but it was purely and entirely an 
assumption on the part of the right 
hon. Gentleman for which no evidence 
or witnesses, and no proof whatever had 
been offered to the House. He had 
made it his business to inquire into 
this matter and into facts in that part of 
England, and his information was ex- 
actly the opposite. It came, too, from 
.a lifelong resident in the county of 
Durham, who had been for years in con- 
-stant association with the mining popula- 
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tion of that county ; nor was it in order 
to reply to the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer that he obtained it. On 
the contrary, he had it at the time 
of the Second Reading, but in the 


mass of material at his disposal he 
omitted to use it. He wrote to him fully 
on the subject, and the pith of that letter 
he proposed to quote to the Com- 
mittee— 


**During the last ten days I have made 
several inquiries from miners’ wives, small 
dealers and grocers and people trading in co- 
operative societies, and, without exception, I am 
told that the retail price of flour is the same 
to-day as it was betore the duty was imposed. 
In one case—a co-operative society—the retail 
price of the flour is a penny per stone less 
Om... Among thie miners and artisans of 
Northumberland and Durham, and, I believe, 
Cumberland too, fully 95 per cent. of the people 
bake their own bread. Co-operative stores 
flourish in every village and the baker's cart is 
unknown. ... It will show the extent of 
household baking when I say that many of 
those societies, each with 1,000 to 6,000 on their 
books, do not sell a dozen loaves of bread, except 
fancy bread, in twelve months, . . . - As regards 
the whole of the North the question may be 
summed up as follows: The price of flour with 
the working man has not been increased, so his 
bread costs no more than formerly. The 
| system under which bread is sold does not 
| show that the price of the loaf has been in- 
| creased, so the person who buys bread is paying 

nomorenow. As the imposition of the duty has 
not increased the price paid by the consumer it 
| is safe to say that its repeal will not reduce it. 
| Therefore, the working man gets no benefit by 





| the abolition of the registration fee.” 

| That was a tolerably fair answer, at all 
| events, to the statement made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the faith 
of a gentlemanlong resident in that part of 
the world and intimately acquainted with 
| the conditions under which the miners 
| live, and he thought the Committee would 
}agree that it destroyed the last plank 
of the defence on which the right hon. 





) Gentleman rested for the course he had 


adopted. It was needless, he thought, 
to say any more’ He did not think 
he need say another word upon that 
subject, or detain the Committee more 
than another moment or two. He was 
aware, in view of the larger proposals 
now before the country, many Members 
from the country, both in and outside the 
House, and on that side of the House 
were disposed to wait before taking any 
further action or taking part in any 
division inthis House. Might he remind 
those who thought with him of the old 
adage “ A bird in the hand is worth two 
in the bush?” They had got this 
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valuable revenue at the smallest possible 

ost, without any loss accruing to 
the taxpayers, and he was most re- 
luctant to abandon it, after advocating 
its imposition for twenty years. No one 
could tell when they would see it again. 
The Corn Laws were not repealed in a day, 
and although so far as he was individually 
concerned he had not the slightest doubt 
as to the ultimate success of the proposals 
made by the Colonial Secretary which 
were, as he understood, shared in and 
adopted by the Prime Minister, 





*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
do not think these matters are strictly 
relevant to the question, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will confine himself 
at the conclusion of his speech within 
the limits to which he confined himself 
at the commencement. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN regretted that he 
should have trangressed even by a hands- 
breadth. He knew there were a great 
number of Gentlemen on this side of the 
House from their conversation, and still 
more from their letters, some of them 
received only this morning, who entirely 
agreed with him. But he was also 
aware of the natural reluctance to vote 
against the Gcvernment of which they 
were acknowledged supporters, but 
there were exceptions to every rule, 
and his experience taught him that this 
was one of them. It was, however, 
for them, not for him, to decide. He 
opposed this clause because the tax was 
imposed last year as a permanent tax, and 
with the deliberate and avowed policy of 
broadening the basis of taxation; he 
opposed it because at that time it was 
supported by arguments which had never 
been answered, and which had been more 
than justified by the result. He opposed 
it because it had provided a revenue 
with less trouble and _ inconvenience 
than would be effected by any other 
tax that could be devised; he op- 
posed it because no one would benefit 
by its repeal, and they lost the oppor- 
tunity of giving a real boon to the 
consumer, and especially to the poorer 
classes of the country; and, lastly, 
because the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
by this inconsiderate action, had placed 
the best and most loyal supporters that 
ever a Government had in a thoroughly 
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Those were the reasons by which he was 
— in opposing the repeal of this 

uty ; and whether he was supported by 
many or by few he intended to take 
the decision of the House of Commons 
on the question. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, to leave out Clause 1.”°—(Mr. 
Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “That Clause 1 
stand part of the Bill.” 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said that the subject 
had been so often discussed that it was 
almost impossible to advance fresh argu- 
ments regarding it. He would, however, 
crave the permission of the Committee 
to say afew words, as he had not hitherto 
taken any part in the discussion, or 
registered any vote in connection with 
the question. It must be clear to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and to the 
Government that it was a subject on 
which, at all events, the rural districts 
felt very strongly, and upon which they 
held very decided and distinct views. 
What was the position in which he found 
himself as the representative of a rural 
constituency, and an avowed and hearty 
supporter of His Majesty’s Government ? 
He had, as a supporter of the Government, 
to attempt the impossible, namely, to 
reconcile the arguments of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer last year with the 


arguments of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer this year. The arguments 


of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
last year were confirmed by the opinion 
of the great majority of the House; and 
he failed to see how they had been upset 
by the counter arguments of the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. His own 
natural instinct—-partly because he 
was a soldier, and partly because he 
was a politician—was to follow his 
leaders ; but when he found his leaders 
in sharp conflict he should take leave to 
make up his own mind. He did not 
want to labour the arguments which had 
been used with reference to the broaden- 
ing and widening of the basis of taxation. 
But it surely stood to reason that if the 
action of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
last year had the effect of widening and 
broadening the basis of taxation, then 
the counter action of the Chancellor of 


false, painful, and humiliating position. | the Exchequer this year must have the 
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effect of narrowing the basis of taxation. 
One of the shrewdest Chancellors of the 
Exchequer of the present generation, 
Lord Goschen, laid the most emphatic 
stress on seizing every opportunity of 
widening the basis of taxation, even if 
the tax imposed was very small. He 
himself heartily welcomed the action of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer last 
year; and he heartily regretted the 
reaction of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
echequer this year. That was not all. 
He was afraid he would have to find 
fault with the arguments adduced not 
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the balancing of the Budget come in? 
As far as his own constituency was con- 
cerned there was not a man in it who 
would have any reason whatever to be 
grateful to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for repealing this tax. Abroad 
or at home he wondered where the 
individual was to be found who would 
thank his right hon. friend. The only 
person who would benefit would be the 
American miller. He, at all events, 
would have reason to thank the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. That, however, 
was not a fortunate position for the 





only by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
but also by his right hon. friend the 
Prime Minister. 


The Prime Minister defended the 
repeal of this tax on the ground 
that it was imposed because the (rov- 
ernment wanted money, and was now | 
to be repealed because the Government | 
did not want any money. It might | 
be perfectly true that money might have | 
been wanted last year more than it was | 
wanted this year, but he did not think | 
it was quite correct to say that money | 
was not wanted now. Who would not | 
be able to tell the Chancellor of the) 
Exchequer and the Prime Minister of | 
the many ways in which they could 
usefully dispose of revenue. The 
£2,500,000 which was not apparently 
needed for any specific purpose could 
have been used in the reduction of the | 
heavy cost of education, under which the | 
country was now getting a little fidgety | 
and uneasy. There were also many | 
other ways in which the money could be 
used. Under the Budget proposed by 
his right hon. friend the Income Taxpayer 
got considerable relief, to which he was 
thoroughly entitled, although it had not 
yet extended as far as he hoped it would. 
Direct taxation having been relieved, it 
was right that indirect taxation should 
also get some relief from the extra 
burdens for the war. If the proposal of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
help the indirect taxpayer by one single 
farthing he should be inclined to give 
every possible credit to his right hon. 
friend for endeavouring to balance his 
Budget in that direction ; but he could 
not find that the indirect taxpayer would 
be benefited. In his own constituency 
he could not find a man who said that he 
would be benefited by the remission of 
the corn duty. Where, therefore, did 
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Government, orthe Party which supported 
the Government, or the House of Com- 
mons, to be in. He regretted that the 
subject was not inquired into with a view 
to discovering whether the small agri- 
culturist would or would not be benefited 
by the retention of the tax, and how his 
condition might be improved. He thought 
the arguments of his right hon. friend 
the Member for Sleaford would be 
difficult to upset. This £2,500,000 a 
year was not felt by the taxpayer, and it 
would be available revenue at the dis- 
posal of the Government for the manifold 
purposes for which it might be used. 
Surely, to put that revenue on one side 
was not a very wise or judicious proceed- 
ing. He regretted extremely that 
revenue which had borne so lightly on 
the taxpayer, and which might have been 
so extremely well used, should have been 
put on one side without sufficient cause 
or adequate reason, and, for his own 
part, he would give a fair and square 
vote against what he believed was an 
absolute mistake. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) said that the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who had just spoken had a 
great reputation for being a strict dis- 
ciplinarian. He well remembered a little 
while ago the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man at a late hour of the night, when a 
reply was difficult, pouring the vials of 
his indignation on hon. Menrbers below 
the gangway who ventured to discuss 
the military policy of the Government. 
In those days the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman happened to agree with the 
Government ; now the circumstances were 
different. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 


man had entered a kind of agricultural 
cave under the leadership of his right 
hon. friend the Member for Sleaford, the 
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avowed object of which was to oppose | 


the financial policy of tre Government ; 
and, if he might use the hon. Gentleman’s 
own words, “to chivy the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.” What an example the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman was setting 
younger Members of the House. How 
could he expect, when he acted in such a 
manner, that his influence would be as 
repressive in the future as it had been 
in the past. His right hon. friend the 
Member for Sleaford moved to omit the 
clause which repealed the duty on corn. 
Personally, he thought that there were 
several features in the Budget which 
ought to commend it to the goodwill of 
the House of Commons, but there was 
no feature which, in his view, did more 
to make it satisfactory than the clause 
remitting the duty on corn. Although 
last year he voted tor the duty and made 
a speech in its support, he failed to 
see the slightest inconsistency in this 
year supporting the Government in their 
decision to repeal the tax. Last year, 
when we were at war, it seemed that any 
taxation proposed by the Government of 
the day—whether for the expenses of the 
war, for the heavy expenditure insepar- 
able from its termination, or to meet the 
great and growing expenditure which our 
armaments required—had a complete 
claim upon the support of the followers 
of that Government, provided that such 
taxation fulfilled the necessary conditions 
of yielding a substantial revenue from a 
large body of the population. The 
evident objections to a tax upon grain 
were not denied by most of those who 
spoke last year from the Government 
benches in its support ; it was admitted 
that the tax, in so far as there was no 
countervailing excise, was technically 
protective : that it was a tax upon the 
necessities of life, and therefore on a 
totally different foundation from taxes 
upon comforts and luxuries ; and that it 
would fall upon the poor and upon the 
poorest of the poor. 
pressed that it narrowed the free list by 
adding so many articles to those on which 
duties were imposed. But while they ad- 


mitted ail this, they did not perhaps pro- | 


perly anticipate the extraordinary impulse 
this tax would give to the unhealthy 


appetites of those who were always endeav- | 


ouring to take advantage of the necessity 

for raising revenue to advance the interests 

of some special class with which they 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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sympathised. He frankly confessed that 
he would have approached the question 
with more hesitation had the tax been 
proposed by any Member of the Govern- 
ment other than the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Bristol, whose 
fiscal orthodoxy was so well known, and 
who was to-day the champion of free 
trade opinion on the Government 
benches. But when he remembered that 
last year the choice lay between this tax 
and further borrowing, he could not 
think that the Government acted with 
any waxt of courage or honesty in im- 
posing the duty, and if the war had been 
still in progress, or there had been no 
prospect of any diminution of expendi- 
ture, he agreed that no logical case could 
have been made out for its repeal this 
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year. But to-day the situation was 
widely different. As the fortunes of the 
country became over clouded and ex- 


penditure rose, the tide of taxation 
necessarily advanced. First, the lixuries 
of the rich, then the comforts of the 
poor, and, lastly, the necessities of life 
became affected. One after another, 
aleohol and tobacco, then tea, then 
sugar, and finally bread itself, vanished 
from the free list. But when the war 
was over, when expenditure was reduced, 
when the storms had passed away and 
the waters began to abate, one landmark 
after another came again into view, and 
naturally the last to be submerged was the 
first to reappear. 


The remark of the Prime Minister 
that he had never before known any- 
body to object to the repeal of a 
tax was very suggestive, because in a 
free trade country a remission of taxation 
was always a matter of universal rejoicing, 
but the moment taxation began to be im- 
posed preferentially, protectively, or re- 
' taliatorily, there was a class of persons 
who would immediately point out what a 
wicked thing it was to remove a par- 
ticular tax, and how detrimental its 
removal would be to the best interests of 
the country as a whole. It was perfectly 
natural that those who profited by a tax 
|should object to its removal. He was. 
not very clear, however, as to whether 
‘any class had actually profited by the 
corn tax. Certainly it was not the 
|object of our taxation that any class 
| should derive profit from it. Our object 
| was to get money to carry on the Govern- 


iment of the country, not to advance the 
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interests of any particular class. If there 
were classes who had profited by this tax, 
the country must think itself lucky it 
had found it out so soon, and the classes 
who had profited must think themselves 
lucky it had not been discovered before. 
It was also natural that the repeal of the 
tax should be objected to by that large 
class of gentlemen who were attracted 
by the idea of a “self-contained Empire,” 
and who thought the tax might have 
been made a stepping-stone thereto. 
He did not propose to deal with that 
subject, because, although it was a 
matter on which he had hoped to make 
a few observations. he had been bitterly 
disappointed in the courage of the hon. 
Member for the Kirkdale Division of 
Liverpool. It was natural also that the 
removal of the tax should be objected 
to by those who implicitly believed that 
had it remained a permanent part of our 
fiscal system it would have brought in 
a reat store of unearned wealth, gener- 
ously provided by the foreigner. The 
discussion was probably too far advanced 
for anyone to change his opinion as to 
the incidence of the tax. Those who 
believed that import and export duties 
if jointly imposed might yield a 
revenue derived wholly or in part from 
tlie labour of the foreigner would doubt- 
less adhere to their opinion to the end 
of the discussion. He, however, could 
not share that opinion. Although a 
temporary gain might sometimes be 
secured by rapid alterations of the fiscal 
system, yet the obstruction and disloca- 
tion of trade, and the uncertainty and 
probable disproportion of the ultimate 
re-adjustment, would in the end destroy 
more than the slender margin of profit, 
and the weight of the tax would, he 
firmly believed, come home, directly or 
indirectly, to our own people—if they 
were buyers they would pay in quality, 
quantity, or price; if they were sellers 
they would suffer in profit, convenience 
or reserve power. He had always 
believed that the corn tax was paid by 
the people of this country. He was not 
at all influenced in these views by the 
statement that only a slight rise in the 
price of bread had resulted from the 
tax. [Some Hon. MEMBERS dissented. ] 
Nor was he affected by the remarks that 


there had been no rise at all. The con- 


sumer paid just as certainly whether he 
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was mulcted in a certain sum by the im- 
position of a tax or deprived of a benefit 
which he would otherwise have enjoyed. 
Such a small tax as that now being 
repealed, operating over an enormous 
market, was not in itself sufficiently 
powerful to affect the price beyond the 
limits to which it would otherwise go. 
Freights on the Atlantic, speculation in 
America, a night of late frost, ora week of 
unusual sunshine, might cover the opera- 
tion of sucha small tax. But the way in 
which the tax affected the consumer was 
that when prices were fluctuating it 
accelerated the rise and delayed the fall, so 
that the consumer was certain to bear 
the burden eventually. This was not a 
matter of theory only. If the price had 
not been affected by the tax, how did 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford explain the fact that the 
Treasury had thought it necessary to 
make more than twenty drawbacks on 
articles in the manufacture of which 
flour was used? Or how was it that a 
deputation of millers had recently waited 
upon the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
bitterly complaining that they had in hand 
largestocks of duty-paid corn which would 
now come into competition with corn 
admitted duty-free, and that consequently 
they would be serious losers ? 

It had frequently been stated that 
the tax was paid out of the profits of 
the trade, and principally out of the 
profits of the foreigner. It was still 
the privilege of England to buy in the 
world’s markets the food needed for 
her people ; she purchased not only from 
America, but from Russia, the Argentine, 
Egypt, India, and other countries. All 
the exchanges of the world were con- 
nected by the electric telegraph, and the 
quotations varied to a sixteenth or even 
athirty-second. Into this elaborate and 
complicated processof higglingthe market 
—which he ventured to think was much 
more likely to ascertain the true price 
of the con.modity than anything else the 
wit of man could devise—there came the 
British Government with a demand tor 
two or three millions of money for 
purposes quite unconnected with trade, 
and they were solemnly asked to believe 
that the true price was not arrived at 
until the British'\sovernment entered inte 
this operation. They were told that the 
buyers had been paying £2,500,000 more 
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than they needed to have paid before the 
tax was imposed. He was utterly 
unable to believe that. He held most 
strongly that the consumer paid this tax, 
and if he had not paid it all this year it 
was only because it was on the way, with 
the certainty that it would ultimately 
reach him with the arrears. But this, of 
course, was no argument against indirect 
taxation, because indirect taxation did not 
mean the special taxation of the millers or 
the shippers or any particular class, and he 
only referred to the point on account of 
what had been said by others. Indirect 
taxation was intended to be paid by the 
consumer and not by a special class. 
The hon. and gallant Member had spoken 
about broadening the basis of taxation, 
but he wished to point out that to go 
about the country talking about broaden- 
ing the basis of taxation, and making 
arrangements ‘by which even the poor 
would contribute something towards the 
maintenance of the Empire,’ was, entirely 
opposed to, and incompatible with, the 
theory that the foreigner pays this tax. 
But if it was no argument against the tax 
that the consumer paid it, it was never- 
less pertinent to inquire on which class of 
consumer did it fall most heavily. That 
was a point they must consider. He was 
told, on very good authority, that the aver- 
age working man who was married spent 
10 per cent. of his income in the purchase 
of bread. The proportion of income 
which a working man spent in purchasing 
bread increased as the ladder of poverty 
was descended. There was this to be 
urged against a tax on grain, whether it 
be small or large, that it fell with increas- 
ing force in proportion as people became 
increasingly poor. Poor people actually 
manna more bread when they were 
unable to pay for more expensive articles. 

His right hon. friend the Member for 
Sleaford stood forward as the farmer's 
friend, but there was one class of those 
engaged in the cultivation of the soil 
whom he thought his right hon. friend 
had insufficiently considered, and that was 
the agricultural labourer. Of all the 
classes of working men no class consumed 
a larger proportion of bread, or spent 
a — proportion of their income upon 
bread, than the agricultural labourer. 
The right hon. Gentleman could not say 
that this class would get a countervailing 
compensation because of better employ- 
ment or higher wages, because he had 
repeatedly told them, and only this after- 


Myr. Winston Churchill. 





Finance 











{COMMONS} Bill. 112 


noon, that a shilling duty, or even a five 
shilling duty, could not possibly be of 
real assistance to the farmer, and would 
not bring an acre of corn into cultivation 
which had not been cultivated before. 
Undoubtedly the agricultural labourer 
would bear a larger proportion of any tax, 
large or small, than any other class of His 
Majesty’s subjects. Would the agrieul- 
tural labourer get any countervailing ad- 
vantage of any kind whatever? Bread was 
the only commodity at present consumed 
by the working classes the consumption of 
which was increased by a tax. My 
noble friend the Member for Greenwich, 
in an argument last year which was 
very much misunderstood and somewhat 
misrepresented, pointed out that the 
effect of a tax on bread was not neces. 
sarily to make the poor labourer more 
economical in the consumption of bread, 
but it made him economise in meat and 
stimulants, and the deficiency of nourish- 
ment had to be made up by the con- 
sumption of larger quantities of bread. 
This tax fell with increasing force upon 
the very poor. He would not try to 
prove that the tax had been oppressive, 
burdensome and cruel. He agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol that this tax had not 
been appreciably distinguishable by the 
very poor, and that the consumer would 
not be conscious of any direct or tangible 
relief when it was taken off. Those who 
were under the strongest pinch of 
poverty would not understand that the 
screw had been relaxed just a little, but 
what he was concerned to establish was 
that the incidence of this tax, and taxes 
like it, was a real and unequal incidence, 
and that if such a tax were to be multi- 
plied two, three, four, five, six, seven, or 
eight times—and they had no security 
that this might not be the case—its 
incidence would be cruel and burden- 
some, and most severe and detrimental 
to the well-being of the kingdom. He 
particularly rejoiced that the right hon. 
Gentleman had found it possible to take 
off the tax from the point of view of a 
Lancashire Member, because anything 
which tended to increase the cost of 
living in Lancashire struck a very great 
blow at the cotton industry, because the 
export trade in cotton catered for very 
poor people abroad, and cheapness of 
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production was almost vital to the pros- 
perity of the cotton trade. Hehad often 
felt how great was the responsibility 
devolving upon the rulers of this 
country when he had travelled through 
Lancashire, and had seen what a vast 
number of people were gathered together 
upon a soil so utterly inadequate to 
sustain them. What was it that a 
Minister could give to Lancashire, which 
sent nearly forty Unionist Members to 
support the Government, to compensate 
Lancashire for the cheap and abundant 
food supply which it at present enjoyed % 


They had been told that a tax of one 
shilling produced £2,500,000, and that 
they could easily raise the tax instead of 
having to depend almost entirely upon 
the income tax, and it was urged that 
such a tax constituted a reserve in time 
of war. That was a point which ought 
to appeal to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford, who had very 
properly interested himself in the question 
of our food supply. The very first 
thing that would happen in case of a war 
with a country which possessed any kind 
of a navy would be a rise in freights, 
and consequently a rise in the price of 
food. The enemy would try to stop 
getting to this country cheaply, and that 
was a natural thing for an enemy to do 
during the operation of war. Was it 
conceivable that any Government in 
time of war could possibly impose a 
tax which would raise the price of 
food? Why, this tax which they 
were told was to be such a great 
reserve to enable them to raise an 
immense revenue over the whole area of 
the population would be the very first tax 
which any Government would have totake 
off. One would think to hear people talk 
that the market in England was a 
matter of no consequence to the people 
of the United States, and that they were 
conferring a favour upon us by sending 
their corn to this country. That was 
not the way a shopkeeper treated his 
best customers. If it was important to 
us to import large quantities of corn 
from America, our trade was scarcely 
less important to the people of the 
United States than to ourselves. He 
had always thought that it ought to be 
the main end of English statecraft over 
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a long period of years to cultivate good 
relations with the United States, and he 
believed that his hon. and gallant friend 
the Member for Fareham, who had been 
in such a hurry to worship the golden 
calf, did not differ from him in thinking 
that the friendship of America should 
be their main aim and they should not 
allow themselves to be turned from that 
purpose by gusts of ill humour or bad 
manners. But surely this great material 
point was worth considering. In times 
of peace it was an additional security 
and in times of war what greater 
security could they have tor the food 
supply across the Atlantic. This was a 
point which the Prime Minister himself 
had recognised—and he was a great free 
trader out of school hours. What 
greater security could they have for 
their food supply in time of war than 
that the United States should be vitally 
interested in the preservation of an open 
English market, and that that should be 
a matter of supreme consequence to the 
farmers of the Western States? To re- 
capitulate the arguments which induced 
him to vote against the Motion of his 
right hon. friend he would say that asa 
reserve in time of war this tax would 
prove a broken reed. That the tax 
benefited the farmer had been denied by 
the farmers’ friends, and the argument 
that it was paid by the foreigner was a 
profound illusion: and as a permanent 
addition to the revenue it seemed to him 
to be unsatisfactory in view of the deter- 
mination of the Party opposite to remove 
it upon the very first opportunity. The 
repeal of this tax was proposed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer upon the 
recommendations of his financial advisers. 
Its repeal was decided upon by the 
Cabinet and their decision had been 
ratified by the House of Commons by 
an overwhelming majority. This tax 
was a storm signal marking troublous 
times and lavish and lamentable expen- 
diture. It was now departing from the 
House of Commons never, he hoped, to 
return in the lifetime even of the 
youngest hon. Member. Let them hope 
besides that it would carry away with it 
those unhealthy appetites for privilege, 
preference, and protection which boded 
so ill for the continued prosperity of their 
country. 
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*Mr. J AMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said that a question had been 
asked by the opponents of the duty. 
Granting, they said, that the tax did not 
fall on the consumer, at what point of in- 
crease would it fall ontheconsumer? The 
question whether it fell on the producer 
or the consumer depended on two 
factors—the margin of profit of the pro- 


ducers and thekeenness of the competition | 


among the producers. Suppose a new 
tax was put upon any commodity which 
reduced the profit of the producer from 
10 to 5 per cent. If the producer were 
« monopolist he would put up his price, 
and in that case the consumer paid the 
whole ; but if he was not a monopolist, 
and was subject to severe competition, 
le would reduce the price, and as long 
as he still sold the article he would bear 
the burden of the tax and the consumer 
would get off scot free. Of course the 
point would come at which it would no 
longer be profitable for the weak 
producer to produce at all, and at that 
point he would retire out of the 
competition. Then the supply would 
be lessened, and then, and not until 
that point was reached, the burden 
would begin to fall on the consumer. 
But to ask for a general rule as to 
exactly when that point would be 
reached was just as easy as to ask for a 
rule at what point any other tax would 
be productive or non-productive. It 
was a question that could only be 
answered by arriving at the real facts 
of the case. Regarding the question of 
fact. both the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and his predecessor emphati- 
cally declared that this tax would not 
fall on the consumer. It was true 
that last year when the tax was put on 
he had a number of protests agains it 
being put on. Thisyear before the Budget 
came on, though he had representations 
with regard to the sugar duty, he had 
no single representation that the corn 
tax was burdensome and ought to be 
repealed. He was afraid that next year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
find himself either in need of fresh 
revenues, or in need of making drastic 
economies. The uniform practice had 
been not to economise by looking into 
the old expenditure and seeing what 


could be dispensed with, but by refusing | 


new demands. In that way the public 
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service undoubtedly would be weakened 
There were, however, in the minds of hon. 
Members larger proposals which he was 
not allowed to refer to. Whether those 
were good or bad they ought not to be 
prejudged. He expected what the noble- 
Lord the Member for Greenwich wanted 
was not discussion but prejudgment on 
insufficient data. He regretted that 
any semblance of prejudgment of the 
question should be given to the world 
by the bringing forward of this Amend- 
ment, and the right hon. Gentieman 
the Member for Sleaford would have done 
better had he reserved his strength and 
waited for broader issues in a wider field. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said that 
when he was listening to the speech of 
the hon. Member for Oldham he 
wondered why he did not deliver that 
speech last year. He had the pleasure 
of hearing the speech last year in which 
the hon. Member argued strongly in 
support of the tax which he was now so 
pleased was to be removed. The hon. 
Members argument now was that he 
was not opposed to the tax last year 
because the war was going on, but that 
this year he thought it an ex- 
cellent thing to remove because the 
war was over. He was now in the 
position of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer and a large number of other 
Gentlemen on this side of the House who 
spoke and voted last year in favour of 
the tax being permanent. Personally, 
the hon. Member for Oldham might 
have his own idea of consistency ; and 
perhaps his constituency had ideas of 
consistency as well, but for his own part 
he should feel ashamed if, having spoken 
in favour of the tax being permanent, 
he now came back and voted exactly 
the opposite way. There might be 


‘certain things which politicians did not 


value highly, but after all he thcught 
that one thing a politician might value 
was his self-respect. He felt himself 
that having strongly supported this tax 
it would be an inconsistent thing to 
turn round and say that it was an 
utterly bad tax which should be imme- 
diately abolished. The hon. Member 
for Oldham—he did not think he was on 
very safe ground, especially in view of 
the speech he delivered last year—tried 


i 
¢ 
e 


eee ed ~ 











e 


OD me 


oOo Tr eters Ow DP ot DO mre’ 


LA 
' 


mon 


tert OS ew ct mh bt ch 


-~ GFR 


w SF 





Sonera 





; 
: 
a 


Ae ee Ane NA ed CSIR 


on treat he 








117 Finance 


to point out that this tax fell on the con- 
sumer, and then in the next passage he 
endeavoured to correct himself, no 
doubt thinking of his speech of last 
session. Those who opposed the repeal 
of the tax always had held that, al- 
though there might be certain cases in 
which this tax might fall on the con- 
sumer, by lessening the duty on tea or 
sugar far greater relief would be given 
to the consumer than by abolishing the 
shilling duty on corn. He, personally, 
had always considered this corn tax a 
good tax, and he had no intention of 
voting for its repeal. It was a good tax 
because it Was easy to collect, it did no 
injury to trade, it broadened the basis 
of taxation, and it brought in £2,500,000 
of revenue which fell, he believed, very 
lightly, if at all, on the consumer. He 
believed that almost always in introduc- 
ing a Budget every Chancellor of the 
Exchequer informed the House that the 
revenue derived from a tax was less and 
less in proportion to the way in which 
it was felt, and consequently new 
subjects of taxation would bring in far 
greater revenue to the country. He 
might be permitted to heartily con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford for pointing out to 
the House that they opposed the repeal 
of this tax on financial grounds. He 
did not think that in the whole of his 
speech the right hon. Gentleman ever 
departed from the argument that the 
step the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was taking this year was economically 
unsound. 


There was one point connected 
with this tax which he did _ not 
believe had been brought out in the 
course of the debates this session. He 
would admit for a moment the whole of 
the contention of hon. Members opposite 
—he did not know whether it was the 
contention of the hon. Member for 
Oldham—that the whole tax fell on the 
consumer. What was the state of the 
case? If it did fall on the consumer it 
brought at present £2,500,000 to the 
revenue, and that was not all charged 
against breadstuffs, but on other articles 
which came into the country. Bread- 
stuffs only bore £1,250,000, so that each 
person only paid 73d. a year. That was 
not a very excessive charge, even if the 
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whole of the tax fell on the consumer. 
He believed that they would sooner pay 
that tax when they knew that it was 
going to benefit somebody in this country 
than pay a higher price for their tea 
and sugar, which benefited nobody in 
this country. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had said as an excuse for 
taking off the tax that it was liable to 
misrepresentation. A weaker argument 
he had never heard before in the House 
of Commons. Speaking for himself, 
he was not afraid of misrepresentation. 
It fact it rather did one good at times. 
He believed that if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was afraid of losing his seat 
by being misrepresented on account of 
this corn tax, his fears were entirely 
groundless. Anybody could surely show 
to his constituents that this charge was 
not a very heavy one on the consumer 
or on the poorest of the poor. He had 
often listened to debates in the House, 
and had noticed that the speeches which 
were received with the greatest cheering 
were those of hon. Gentlemen like the 
Member for Exeter, or the hon. Member 
for Whitby, who rose in their places and 
spoke in favour of economy, deplored 
the enormous expenditure of the 
country, and insisted that it was high 
time we turned over a new leaf. He 
did not say that these hon. Gentlemen 
did not practice what they preached. 
He himself had taken part in several 
contested elections, and he noticed that 
as the fight got hotter and the question 
got closer as to what Party was to 
triumph, pressure was brought to bear 
on the candidates to suprort this, that, 
or the other project, which invariably 
meant increased national expenditure. 
There might be demands for increased 
pay to the postmen, or higher wages 
for the dockyard employees, or for old- 
age pensions, or for education, or com 
pensation to publicans, or a hundred 
other matters which cost money ; and 
he was afraid the candidate’s cry for 
economy then went down the wind. 
Under these circumstances he could 
quite understand that these pious senti- 
ments by financial purists which had 
been received with cheers in the House 
should dissipate in a closely contested 
election. The guardians of the public 
purse had a very easy remedy. 
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*THe GHAIRMAN: Order, order!|to the milling industry of the country. 


The noble Lord must remember that at 
present we are not discussing the general 
question of expenditure, but the corn 
tax. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
said he was sorry he was transgressing, 
but only wanted to point out that the 
corn tax was a Prd tax, had produced 
£2,500,000 a year of revenue, was felt 
as oppressive by nobody, and that it 
was a great pity to abolish it on the 
present occasion. He was _ perfectly 
certain that the time would not be far 
distant when the loss of that £2,500,000 
would be very much felt. The right 





That was an extraordinary reason. 
Because a few more mills were set 
agoing; because a few hundred more 
people were given employment, because 
more offals were produced for the feed- 
ing of cattle and other stock, therefore, 


'the tax was to be abolished! All who 


wished to follow the line which they had 
adopted in the past, all who had self- 
respect in regard to principle in this 
matter, all who had in view the 
economic state of the country were 


|to vote for the repeal of a tax which 


hon. Member for Wolverhampton had | 
said that he would not have had the| 
same objection which hehad tothe shilling | 


u if y ise | " . ; : 
ae SS ae Fee wee on "ten. | Reading of the Finance Bill, and he did 
uf, | F A : " 

/not think it would be necessary for him 


home-grown corn exist at the present | '°.8° Very minutely into the questions 


duty on the home-grown corn. 
after all, did not such an excise duty on 


moment? And it was that which made 


many of them feelverysoreattheabolition | 


of the corn tax. The rates paid by 
agricultural land took the place of the 
corn duty. 
incidence of the agricultural rates, or 
whether the landlord or the tenant paid 
them ultimately. But at all events it 


was the corn, or wheat, or meat raised | “ 
q| had advocated the retention of the tax 
the case of an acre which grew four | from a different point of view than that 
lof finance. 


were paid as rates, which was equal to| speech in which the right hon. Mem 


He considered | 


on the land which paid the rates. Take 


quarters of corn. On that acre 2s. 


a tax of 6d. per quarter. 


yielded a revenue of £2,500,000, and 
would bring no relief to the con- 
sumer! He would vote for the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he had dealt at 
length with this corn tax on the Second 


raised by the various speakers. His 
right hon. friend the Member for Slea- 
ford commenced his speech by saying 


that he had always regarded the pro- 


He could not discuss the | 


that that was an excise duty which the | 


farmers at the present time paid, and 
they considered it a very heavy one 
indeed. The right hon. Gentleman, the 
Leader of the Government, said the 
other day that the reason for dispensing 


posal to abolish the corn tax. not from a 
protectionist but from a financial point 
of view. When this question was under 


‘discussion ata previous stage he ven- 


tured to say that his right hon. friend 


He remembered “as a 
er 


for Sleaford said that one of the effects 
which he expected from the tax was that 
it would bring thousands of people back 
to the land. His right hon. friend denied 


that he had ever used any language that 
| justified him in making that statement. 


with this tax was that the money was | 


not wanted. 
throw out to the right hon. Gentleman. 
A new Education Act had come into 


He had a suggestion to | 2 : 
8 ‘Lincoln and contained the following 


force, and the education rate was paid | 
by the corn and meat produced in the | 


country. 
Gentleman, even at the last moment, 
whether he would not retain the corn 
duty, and give a portion or the whole 
of it for the education of the people ? 
Another argument for the repeal ot the 
tax was that owing to the duty on flour 
a certain encouragement had been given 


He asked the right hon. 


He had not the report with him at the 
time, but he had now provided himself 
with the speech which was made at 


passa ge— 

‘« We have heard from every part of Eng- 
land and by every post concerning how enor- 
mous would be the Sete aecruing from the 
retention of the duty on corn. It would have 
the effect of providing work and wages for 
tens of thousands, and bringing back the 
people to the land.” 


Mr, CHAPLIN said that he must 


have been misreported. He never 
could for a moment have imagined 
that the imposition of a shilling 
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duty on corn would bring back 
thousands of people to the land. 
What he did say was that the duty on 
flour had resulted in the investment of 
thousands of pounds of capital in the 
milling industry and the employment of 
hundreds of people. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he was glad he had 
given the opportunity to the right hon. 
Gentleman to correct the mis-report. 
He accepted at once the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman that he did 
not use the language he was reported in 
The Times to have used. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that he had never sup- 
ported the tax as a protectionist. Neither 
had he himself ever given any reason of 
the kind ; he did not believe that it was 
protective in its incidence. The price of 
corn grown at home had nct, in fact, risen ; 
and one of his strongest arguments for 
abolishing the tax was that the farmers 
who expected to get some advantage 
from the imposition of the tax had 
actually suffered from it. When this 
matter was dealt with during the Second 
Reading debate he quoted a paragraph 
from a letter he had received from a 
Farmers’ Association at Bolton to the 
effect that the farmers in that district 
actually suffered, in their view, from the 
imposition ofthetax. Hehadalso received 
from the Somerset Dairy Farmers’ Asso- 
ciation the following unanimous resolu- 
tion— 

“This Association humbly petition the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to consider the 
tax on imported feeding stuffs that was im- 
posed as a war tax, and pray for its remission 
now that the war is over, as the tax pres-es 
very heavily upon this, a dairy farming county.” 

His right hon. friend had said that one 
of the advantages which farmers had de- 
rived from the imposition of this tax had 
been that they had been enabled to pur- 
chase feeding stuffs more cheaply, and he 
had alleged that the price of offals had 
fallen considerably. He had dealt with 
that question at some length on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and showed conclu- 
sively that the small additional quantities 
of offal that were available in this country 
could not be compared with the enormous 
quantity of feeding stuffs that were im- 
ported, and that the tax could not have 
the result which his hon. friend claimed 
for it. He had received a further letter 
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from the Bolton Association of Dairy 
Farmers, which stated— 

“Mr. Chaplin and his friends are never 
tired of informing the farmers that, owing to 
the slight preference given to the English 
millers, more flour has been produced, and 
consequently more offal has been thrown on 
the market, and at a reduced price. [ am 
a fairly large user myself. I have also in- 
= from the principal dealers in the 
district, and we all aftirm that the prices are 
practically the same as they were twelve 
months ago. In fact, if anything they are a 
fraction higher.” 

He had a considerable amount of in- 
formation in the same direction. The 
Yorkshire Agricultural Society’s Journal, 
dealing with the figures to the close of 
1902, said— 

‘* The tax upon corn and feeding stuffs has, up 
to now, been decidedly against the farmer. .. . 
Feeding stutfs are as a rule £1 per ton dearer.” 

The London Corn Circular for 18th May, 
1903 said- 

“On grain for feeding purposes the tax has 

been paid by the British Stock Farmer, who is 
admitted to be severely handicapped. TI at 
British agricultural interests have been in any 
way benefited is absolutely disproved by the 
fact that the price of wheat has declined from 
5 per cent. to 10 per cent. since the imposition 
of the duty.” 
He contended, therefore, that his right 
hon. friend, in assuming that this tax had 
in any way benefited the British farmers, 
was maintaining a position which was not 
justified by the facts of the case. 

It had been said that no one who bought 
his own flour had suffered, and that flour 
had not been dearersincethetax than before 
it was imposed. The price of Minnesota 
first bakers’ flour on 6th April, 1902, was 
17s. 9d.; on 8th June, 1903, it was 21s., 
duty included, per sack of 280 lb. There- 
fore, that flour had increased by 3s. 3d. 
per sack of 280 1b. That conclusively 
proved that the wholesale price of flour 
had advanced far more than would be 
justified by the amount of duty which 
had been imposed upon it. He had in 
his hand a striking illustration of the 
fact that the price of flour for baking 
purposes had increased. Last year the 
Prisons Commissioners had to come to 
this House for a supplementary Vote of 
£12,000, and he was informed that 
a considerable part of that Vote was due 
to the additional price which they’ had to 
pay for articles affected by this tax. It 
was quite conceivable that a tax of this 
kind was not immediately felt, but for any 
on to tell him that a 4 or 5 per cent. 
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tax upon an article of consumption like 
this would not ultimately come upon 
the consumer was to tell him that which 
he could not by any possibility believe. 
His hon. friend said that the American 
millers were the people who were de- 


lighted with the taking off of this tax, | 


and that the English millers were the 
people who did not like its being taken 
off. Why did not the English millers 
like its being taken off? It had been 
said that the difference between the tax 
on corn and the tax on flour was not 
protection. 
what way did it benefit the British 
miiler? Then, again,.why should the 
American exporter of flour object to the 
tax? He had not sent less flour because 
of the tax, and he had got a much 
higher price than was justified by the 
tax. He contended, as he had always 
contended, that the British farmer lost 
by this tax. Instead of paying a lower 
price for his offal in consequence of this 
tax, he had to pay a higher price for his 
feeding stuffs, and it would take a good 
deal to persuade him that the tax of 
£600,000, which was at present levied 
upon imported feeding stuffs, and 
which was now to be taken off, was 
not a tax which did harm to the 
farmer, or that its abolition would 
not do good to the farmer. In his 
opinion, the consumer paid in one way 
or another. He could not add any- 
thing to the speech of his hon. friend the 
Member for Oldham on this point. 


Although this tax of £2,500,000 was 
undoubtedly in a sense a broadening of 


taxation, it could not be called in the best | 


sense broadening of taxation if it fell 
upon exactly the same class of taxpayers. 
It wasadmitted that the tax upon tea fell 


very largely upon the general consumer, | 


and very largely upon the poor. And 


so did the corn tax. It 
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| be nearly so beneficial to the poor as to 


| take off the tax on corn. It was right, 
while remitting a large amount of 
direct taxation, that they should also 
remit a portion of indirect taxation, 
and, after considering carefully which of 
the articles of consumption they should 
take for remission, he was perfectly cer- 
‘tain that they came to the right con- 
clusion in selecting corn. It had been 
stated over and over again that the 
Government had proposed the remission 
of this tax because they were of opinion 
that it was capable of misrepresentation. 
He never used that as an argument. 
His argument was that the tax pressed 
most heavily on the very poor, and there- 
fore he proposed to take it otf. He did say, 
incidentally, what must be acknowledged 
to be true by everybody, that a duty on 
corn, however slight it mighi be, was a 
tax which was very capable of misrepre- 
sentation. He made no apology what- 
ever, for having used that term, but he 
merely wished to say that he never used 
it as the argument which led him to 
recommend his colleagues to take off this 
tax. He would not enter into any of 
the larger questions which had been 
adverted to by some of his hon. friends. 
It was sufficient for him to say that this 
tax was proposed to be taken off in the 
Budget upon his recommendation and 
advice to his colleagues, and it was 
| agreed to unanimously by his colleagues. 
He hoped the Committee, in coming to 
_a decision on this question, would show 
clearly that in their opinion the Govern- 
ment had doue right in remitting a 
tax which, as his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Oldham had shown, pressed most 
heavily on those who were most poor. 
It was the last tax imposed before the 
conclusion of the war, so it ought to be 
the first tax taken off now the war was 
over. 


alleged by hon. Gentlemen that the tax | 


upon corn had not raised the price of | 


bread, and therefore to take the tax off 
corn would not lower the price of bread 
During the greater part of the year the 


wholesale price of tea, notwithstanding | 


the 2d. duty, had been only a halfpenny 
per pound dearer than it was before the 
war. The wholesale price of flour had 
been raised far more than the duty. 
Therefore it might fairly be contended 
that to take the tax off tea would not 


Mr. Ritchie. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.) said he took it from the cheers that 
had been given that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite entirely concurred in the 
remarks the right hon. Gentleman had 
made, and would rightly welcome him if 
| he were to cross the floor of the House and 
|join them. He unfortunately had not 

been able to hear the first half of the 
| speech of the hon. Member for Oldham, 
/but judging from jjwhat he heard 
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it must have been a most  power- 
ful speech. That speech also was‘ 
greeted with hearty cheers from 
the Opposition, and the Opposition only, 
of which he perhaps had no reason to 
complain, because he in his humble way 
had at times drawn cheers from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. The hon. Member 
for Oldham had siid that bread was the 
staple food of the poorest of the poor. 
On this he was sure the hon. Gentleman 
did not speak with experience equivalent 
to that which he himself possessed. In 
his daily intercourse with the poorest of 
the poor in the common lodging-houses, 
he had found that they, more than any 
other class, ate herrings and bacon, and 
that bread was not so important an 
article in their diet as it was in the diet 
of those who were not so poor. Was it 
too late to ask the Government to recon- 
sider their position in regard to this tax? 
At a similar stage in the Education Bill 
recently they recast that measure, and 
there were reasons at least as cogent for 
asking the Government to recast the 
present measure, but that he knew it 
would be useless to ask for. He pro- 
tested against this policy of playing 
shuttlecock and battledore with the 
financial policy, undoing one year what 
had been done in the previous year. It 
was undignified; it would break up the 
Unionist Party ; some of the arguments 
in its favour had been pure nonsense; 
and it would alienate most of the sup- 
porters of the Government who valued 
consistency. ‘This tax was imposed after 
long debate, after many appeals to 
political economy, after almost passionate 
demonstrations from the Front Govern- 
ment benches that the policy of free 
trade was in no way violated. This tax 
was imposed as a permanent tax, and it 
could not be withdrawn without dealing 


heavy than the blow dealt in the Educa- 
tion Bill. It was like a blow in the 
wind followed by another in the same 
spot by the same fist. They were 
puzzled. They did not know what they 
were to fight for in the future. They 
did not know what they were to speak 
for in the future except a fetish which, 
whatever might be said to the contrary, 


the late Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


had discarded, and the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had refound. 
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The noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich and many people, both inside 
the House and out of it, would seem to 
have raised this doctrine of the uncon- 
ditioned im port of goods into this country 
to the level of a religion. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. 
Member was not entitled to go into the 
general subject on this occasion, but 
must confine himself strictly to the 
matter contained in the first clause. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE said in that case 
he would drop the general question ot 
free trade and would simply say that, for 
the sake of the repeal of this corn tax, 
there were people in England who would 
sacrifice everything we had; who would 
see the people alienated from the soil 
from which they had sprung, the 
restoration of whose manhood and 
womanhood depended upon their being 
restored to the soil. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer seemed to him to have 
shown a grave hiatus in his personality. 
and had shown a great lack of sense 
of humour. It was better to be non- 
existent altogether than to be ro 
partially existent as to exist without 
any sense of humour at all. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had had any sense of 
humour at all, even of the burlesque 
kind, he would have seen the plight to 
which he was reducing his followers : 
he would have seen the absurdity of 
asking them to repudiate all the prin- 
ciples which they had been relying on 
when making their speeches in regard to 
this tax, and which they understood 
were shared by him; he would have 
understood the absurdity of asking them 
to appear naked before their constituents, 
denuded of every rag of principle which 


at D : ,they had been proclaiming from the 
the Unionist Party a blow still more 


housetops; he would have seen the 
absurdity of 400 or 500 gentlemen of 
England falling down on their hands 
and eating the leek he presented to 
them. It was a sorry sight, but the 
sorryness of the sight was swallowed up 
in the infinite absurdity of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Fancy the right hon. 
Gentleman stripping them of all their 
principles; fancy him doing it to 
those on whom the life of the 
Government depended, and whose life 
depended on the Government. What 
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a perfect comedy of errors! What an | 
absurdity for millions of people 
to laugh at! What transcendental and 
ludicrous absurdity, and all propounded | 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
a grave face and a long-drawn visage, 
who saw no fun whatever in the scream- 
ing farce of which he was the author. 
The absurdity and ignominy of their 
present position was seen if they com- 
pared it with their position of last year— 
a position which had been scientifically 
defined by the hon. Member for the’ 
Blackfriars Division of Glasgow. That 
hon. Member had argued that the 
supply of corn on which this country 
depended would not be restricted by 
this tax, and that, consequently, the 
price would not be raised. Experience 
had demonstrated the truth of both 
those propositions. It was known, also, 
that corn freights had been reduced in 
America to meet the tax, that a portion 
of the burden, at any rate, was borne 
by the foreigner, and that the duty 
producing a revenue last year of 
£2,500,000, was now being absolutely 
thrown away. The revenue derived from 
this tax might have provided a great 
system of higher education—not much 
longed for, he feared, on that side of 
the House ; or it might have established 
a great Imperial University, with post- 
graduate courses, which would have 
bound the higher life of the colonies with 
the higher lite of England. [An Hon. 
Member: Old-age pensions.| He was 
keener on the revitalisation of England 
than on supplying crutches for the 
decaying life. What had Lord Goschen 


said recently ? 


*THueE CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. 


Member that he was not entitled to reply 
to the debates in another place. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE said he desired 
not to reply to, but to endorse and 
embrace two declarations of Lord 
Goschen—viz., that the tax would not, 
enhance the price of bread, and that 
there were circumstances with which it 
would be perfectly right to deal ina 
protectionist sense. As to the relations | 
of Members to their constitutents, he | 
had found that supporters were very 
generous to Members who dealt fairly | 
straight with them; they would make | 


Mr. Middlemore. 
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every allowance for vagaries, for egotisti- 


eal independence, and ‘kicking over the 


traces,” but they did not like pulpiness, 
emasculation, ignorance of one’s own 
mind, or the abandonment of a position 
which had been strenuously defended 
and declared to be impregnable. Nor 
would they like the shifty policy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer or the 
passive obedience of his followers, some 
of whom were ready to lie down like 
tame wethers and let the right hon. 
Gentleman shear them. Constituents 
liked to see some elements of leadership 
in their leaders, but what elements of 
leadership could be found in the right 
hon. Gentleman? What remained for 
Members on the Government side to 
do? They had either to sit down quietly 
or stand up and explain away their 
previous speeches. They had got to tell 
their constituents that they did not mean 
that which they really did mean, that 
they were not in the future to be taken 
seriously, that their principles were 
reversible. and that the chief end of 
their political life was to be sufficiently 
flexible to adapt themselves with light- 
ning rapidity to every condition of 
political affairs. He would be out of 
order in concluding as he had desired to 
conclude, but he would say that the 
physical degeneration of the people had 
been coincident with the ductrine of the 
unconditioned import of food—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he had already 
pointed out that the general question of 
the unconditioned import of food was not 
the question before the Committee. The 
hon. Member had been warned twice, and 
he must ask him to obey his ruling. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE assured the right 
hon. Gentleman that he had been warned 
only once. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
should be more respectful to the Chair. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE said he wished 
to be both respectful and pertinent; he 
had honestly tried, and would continue 
to try to be both. If he had said any- 
thing disrespectful to the Chair he deeply 
regretted it, and would immediately with- 
draw it. He desired to say in conclusion 
that he would have to vote against the 
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Government, but he hoped that at a 
future day, after the elections, they 
would meet on happier terms, though he 
was afraid it would be on the other side 
of the House. 


Sir HARRY SETON-KARR (St. 
Helens) agreed with the hon. Member for 


North Birmingham that there were ele-_ 


ments in the situation entirely devoid of 
humour. He certainly did not like 
being one of a small minority of twenty- 
eight, whom he believed to be absolutely 
in the right, but his convictions were so 
strong that he would vote against the 
repeal of this duty, even though he and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division were alone in 
so doing. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer believed the tax was such a 
bad one, that it was paid by the consumer, 
anithat it ought to be repealed, how 
came he to be a member of the Govern- 
ment which last year imposed the duty 
with the object of permanently broaden- 
ing the basis of taxation? He was 
absolutely unable to reconcile the 
position of the right hon. Gentleman 
last year with his present attitude. 
His main object in rising was to allude to 
one point made by his hon. friend the 
Member for Oldham in the very able 
speech which he addressed to the House. 
He pointed out how this tax might or 
might not affect their food supplies from 
across the Atlantic. Last year the 
amount of breadstuffs imported into 
this country from the United States 
was just about one-half of their whole 
consumption, or, in other words, half of 
their daily bread came from the United 
States. He thought there was a great 
element of danger in that, because it 
meant that if anything interfered with 
their food supply from the United States 
they would run the danger of starvation 
in this country. 
exported such a very large amount of 
breadstuffs to this country, surely, 
whatever tax was imposed upon corn, 
they would be willing to pay that duty 


in order to have the freedom of our | 


markets. In regard to this tax he 
thought it was absolutely certain that 
they had paid their share of the corn 
duty, and no matter how ingenious the 
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Oldham might be, it was a fact that the 
price of bread had not gone up in con- 
sequence of the tax. In the face of 
these facts, it was impossible to prove 


that the consumer had paid the tax. 


‘opportunity to encourage the 


If the United States ' 


The British market was so important to 
the United States, that it was absolutely 
necessary for them to send their com- 
modities to this country, and he believed 
that they would be willing to pay a 
higher tax if necessary. They had, by 
this tax, an opportunity of making the 
United States contribute to our revenue 
for the privilege of enjoying the freedom 
of our market. 


It was said that the time was 
not far distant when the United States 
would not be able to export so much 
grain to this country, because the 
soil was being exhausted by successive 
wheat crops, and the result would be 
that the United States of America 
would probably require the food 
supplies produced there for domestic 
use in their own country. But along 
the borders of the United States for 
3,000 miles was one of their most im- 
portant colonies, which he thought in 
the past they had treated very badly. 
Canada had a magnificent wheat area, 
comprising about 150,000,000 acres of 
land, and in this tax he saw a splendid 
culti- 
vation of wheat, which would enable 
Canada to become the granary of this 
country. That was why he was so 
much opposed to the repeal of this tax. 
Some day the position of affairs would 
be changed, and America would be 
using her own supply, and this was an 
opportunity for accelerating wheat pro- 
duction in Canada. They might have 
kept this duty on American corn and 
reduced it in favour of Canadian corn. 
That would have encouraged the cul- 
tivation of Canadian wheat. He was 
afraid it was too late to move the 
Government upon this question, but in 


the last hour he thought they might 


have left this duty on foreign corn in 
order to give a preference to colonial 
corn. By this very simple method they 
might have encouraged good feeling 


| between this country and the great 


colony of Canada, which in the past 
they had neglected, and to some extent 


arguments of the Chancellor of the| ignored. For those reasons he should 
Exchequer and the hon. Member for vote against the repeal of this tax. He 
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entirely differed from his hon. friend 
the Member for Oldham in what he 
said about Lancashire feeling. He knew 
something about Lancashire people, for 
they were practical men, and they de- 
clared that they had not felt this tax. 
He was not going down to his con- 
stituents to try to make them believe 
that a tax which was imposed for the 
purpose of broadening the basis of 
taxation in one year was the right tax 
to repeal the next year. He believed 
the hon. Member for Oldham would 
find the feeling of Lancashire against 
him upon this point. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he did not know 
how far his hon. friend was to be taken 
seriously. He did not think the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer could be accused 
of inconsistency in maintaining _ his 
opinion on this question. He wished to 
address one or two observations to the 
Committee upon this tax as to its 
incidence in the past, because that was 
the turning-point of the whole dis- 
cussion. They had been frequently told 
that this tax was paid entirely by the 
foreigner. If that were so it appeared 
to him to be a most foolish thing to 
repeal a tax which did not fall upon 
the people of this country, but which 
was paid by the foreigner. Upon the 
other hand they had been told that this 
tax fell almost solely upon the consumer. 
But what had been the real incidence of 
this tax? Had it fallen mainly upon 
the foreigner or upon the consumer ? 
He did ‘not profess himself to be an 
authority upon this question, but he 
had endeavoured to make himself 
acquainted with the view of commercial 
men in Liverpool who were practically 
acquainted with the question, and he 
would read the reply to certain ques- 
tions he had put to the Directors of the 
Corn Trade Association of Liverpool. 
The President of that Association replied 
as follows— 

** After careful consideration of the points 
in reference to the Corn Duty upon which you 
desire information, I was requested to reply : 

***(1) That the imposition of the duty last 
year crea‘ed considerable disturbance to our 
trade. 

“¢(2) That the fear that it might be repealed 
without notice caused great anxiety which 
threatened to seriously curtail the volume of 
business. 


Sir Harry Seton-Karr. 
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** «(3) That its repeal nas lead to further 
trouble and confusion. 


‘**The repeal of the duty is viewed with 
feelings of great relief, and it is sincerely 
hoped that the trade may never again be 
troubled with it.’ ” 


As to who this tax was paid by he 
asked them had it been paid by the 
foreign exporter, by the shipowner in 
the shape of reduced freights, by the 
milling merchants, the baker or the 
consumer. Their reply was— 


“With regard to your other question [ am 
to say that the Directors are of opinion that 
no part of the duty was borne by the foreign 
exporter, the shipowner or the merchant. A 
small part of the tax was borne by the baker, 
but the main burden fell upon the consumer.” 


He was not quite satisfied with that 
reply, because it did not appear suffici- 
ently explicit, and he asked them if it 
fell upon the consumer, how had it 
fallen upon him and had it fallen 
upon him in the shape of an increase 
in the price of bread or in what way ! 
They replied as follows— 


‘““When the tax was first imposed the 
merchant and the miller were unable to 
recover the full increased price from the small 
dealers, bakers and others, and consequently 
they had to bear the loss. But after a short 
time, when price could be properly adjusted, 
the full duty was added to the price of wheat 
and flour. In many places the bakers in- 
creased the price of bread by 4d. per 4 lbs., and 
so smatenal four times as much as the tax ; 
but in large cities like Liverpool, where com- 
petition among bakers is necessarily keen, this 
could not generally be done, but, to some 
extent, the quality was lowered, and later 
when the price of flour was further increased 
from ordinary market causes the baker was 
able to advance the price of his bread.” 


He took it that this was correct, coming 
from persons who did a large trade in 
corn in this country. He had received 
letters confirming this position, among 
others, one from the hon. Secretary of 
the Liverpool Millers Association. In 
that letter this gentleman said— 


‘*The idea that any portion of the tax was 
paid by the foreign grower or exporter is now 
entirely given up. When England was almost 
the only buyer of foreign wheat this might 
have been the case, but the increase in the 
importation of foreign grain to the Continent, 
namely, Italy, Germany, Holland, and 
Belgium, has, during the last few years, been 
enormous, until now the Continent is a much 
larger importer than the United Kingdom, 
especially during the last twelve months the 
shipments of foreign grain to the Continent 
since Ist August last, being 27,000,000 quarters 
and to the United Kingdom 22,000,000. 


| quarters.” 
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He ventured to say that the facts and 
figures he had quoted fully substantiated | 
the position taken up by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He believed that the 
trade was not entirely unanimous on the 
point. He might say that the London | 
Corn Trade Association did not entirely 
take this view. They said that some 
part of the duty had been recovered 
from the foreign importer. His own 
opinion was that in the main this duty 
had been borne by the consumer, and in 
view of the great interest attaching ‘to 
any tax on corn, the mainstay of the life 
of the people, and in view of the fact that 
any inerease in the price of food must 
impair the vitality of our people and sap 
the foundation of our trade, he heartily 
concurred in the removal of this tax, and 
trusted it would never be reimposed. 

Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said the very effective speech 
of his hon. friend on his left, the Member 
for the Exchange Division, would be some- 
what impaired when he told the Com- 
mittee he also had made similar inquiries 
from the same people with entirely 
opposite results. He thought the right 
person to consult was the President of the 
Liverpool Corn Trade Association in re- 
gard to this tax. He wrote to him on 
the subject, and held his letter in his 
hand. [Cries of “ Date.”] The date was 
the 7th May, 1903. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: My 
letter is dated the 19th June, 1903. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he would 
like his hon. friend to supplement that by | 
telling the Committee what were the | 
politics of the Gentleman who had written | 
his letter. He did not know the politics 
of the Gentleman who had written his 
own. His correspondent said— | 


“The tax of 5s. per ton is so small as to be | 
searcely felt. Five shillings a ton on wheat | 
is 27d. per 100 lbs., or cental (the measure by | 
which we sell in Liverpool), equal to ls. 
per sack of 280 Ibs. of flour. We importers did 
not feel it, nor the dealer either. It was so 
small that one in the general grain trade did | 
not perceive it. But the baker did, and for | 
this reason. It requires a rise of 4s. per sack | 
on flour (i.e. 1s. per 100 Ibs. on wheat) to be a | 
3d. on the quartern loaf. Now, during | 


! 
| 
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caused by the great law of supply and demand. 
Itcaused great dislocation when it was impose |, 
and it is causing more now in the manner of 
taking it off. The Americans did reduce their 
freight charges for a while, but it did not 
affect us. American flour does not make the 
price of flour here. Prices are rather dearer 
now than a year ago. But this is not to be 
attributed to the duty, but rather to supply 
and demand and to the many cross-currents 
and wheels within wheels impossible to describe 
to those outside the trade.” 


He was not an outsider, and he knew 
that that was correct. He knew that 
what really did affect the price. not- 
withstanding what his hon. triend had 
said. was the great law of supply and 
demand. When the United States or 
any other country had a large crop, 
and was obliged to sell it in a limited 
market, which was the case generally in 
the United States, the duty fell upon 
the man most anxious to do the trade, 
the man anxious to sell. If this country 
was very anxious to get wheat, and had 
no other source of supply, they would 
have to pay the duty. It was a fact 
that as regarded wheat, or any other 
article, the duty was borne, not neces- 
sarily by the consumer or producer, but 
by the man most anxious to get the 
trade. Where the seller was obliged to 
sell, the seller would pay the duty; 
where the buyer was obliged to buy, 
the buyer would pay the duty; where 
it is something between the two the 
duty will be adjusted between them. 
The hon. Member for St. Helens some- 
what exaggerated the importance of the 
United States supply; he forgot such 
countries as Russia and the Argentine. 


Sirk HARRY SETON-KARR: Is the 
hon. Member aware that Russia has sent 
us hardly any wheat for the last two 
years ? 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he 
would rather confine his observations 
to the Argentine. A gentleman who 
knew more about Argentine products 
than probably anybody else said to him 
some years ago that he did not know 
why this country did not tax meat and 
grain importations, and that that would 
be better for the Argentine, because 


the year that the tax has been on, the price | they were better able to pay the tax, 
has never advanced to more than 2s. per sack— 
too little to find its way to the 4lb. loaf and the 
consumer. The duty has nothing to do with a 
rise or fall in the market. That fluctuation is 


owing to the good profits of farming, 
|than others were. That gentleman was 
| specially referring to the United States 


E 2 





135 Finance 


of America. The time was coming 
when the United States could not send 
this country so much as she did at 
present. He had no hesitation in saying 
that he did not approve of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s proposal. 
What he had to tell his constituents 
was that the withdrawal of those grain 
duties had simply thrown away 
£2,500,000, which would have to be 
provided from some other source 
which they would feel. He did not 
know how the hon. Member for the 
Exchange Division was going to get 
over it, but he would explain that if 
this tax was repealed they were none of 
them a halfpenny the better, and that 
they paid the same for their bread as 
before. It had not given them old-age 
pensions and half-a-dozen other things 
which the Government might have given 
if they had not thrown away the money. 
Something ought to be done with respect 
to the coal duty, forinstance. He utterly 
differed from the Prime Minister in the 
view that they did not want the money. 
He did not wish to say anything unkind 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, but 
if ever he wanted another constituency 
he had better not go to Liverpool. He 
was the one member of the Government 
who was most out of favour with the 
entire shipping community all over the 
country. The shilling dutyon grain ought 
to be kept because, amongst other things, 
it would enable the light dues to be 
abolished. At present they were pro- 
tecting foreign ports as against British 
ports. He had listened with interest to 
the speech of the hon. Member for Old- 
ham. He knew his father, Lord Ran- 
dolph Churchill, before the hon. Member 
for Oldham was born, and he knew his 
father’s views upon that subject The 
hon. Member for Oldham respected his 
father’s memory, and if he had known 
what his father thought of that ques- 
tion—— 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: What question ? 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER: And what 
the noble Lord’s father thought of it, 
his views might be different. The late 
Lord Randolph Churchill’s views were 
absolutely in accord, not only with the 
maintenance of that tax, but with the 


Mr. David Maclver. 
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larger question which the Colonial Secre- 
tary had introduced. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: These references 
are really not relevant to this matter. 
Some other time the hon. Gentleman 
might introduce this. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he would 
not press the matter further except to 
say that he believed a much larger 
number of hon. Members sympathised 
with the views of those who opposed the 
repeal of the duty than was generally 
supposed. He would go into the lobby 
in support of his right hon. friend. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said they must all 


sympathise with the hon. Gentle- 
man, who was evidently suffering 
from being overburdened by thie 


possession of a vast amount of informa- 
tion as to the opinions of other people, 
which no doubt it would be very in- 
structive for the House to know, but 
which he was unable to communicate 
to the Committee because of the 
narrow scope of the question before 
it. What a pity, then, it was that tlie 
hon. Member did not persevere with tle 
Amendment which stood in his nane 
on the Notice Paper, which would have 
given him all the opportunity he desired 
to deliver this information. They had 
been puzzled to know why it was that 
the hon. Member, who did not lack 
courage, and did not even require « 
sympathetic audience—which was th: 
ordinary inducement to make a speech 
—on this memorable and important oc- 
casion should notonly haverunaway from 
his Amendment, but should have deliber- 
ately withdrawn it from the Paper after he 
had in so ingenious a way furnished him- 
self with the opportunity he desired. 
This debate had lasted the whole sitting, 
and it would be noticed that no Member 
from that side had made a contribution 
to it. That they could well understand, 
but it would have been almost indecent if 
some one had not risen on that side to 
take a humble, modest part in this long 
discussion. They had been enjoying the 
debate ; such a debate as was almost un 
paralleled in the experience of most of 
them. In the first place, they had heard 
all their own arguments on the subject 
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of the corn tax repeated by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Oldham, in a speech which com- 
manded the admiration of the Committee. 
That in itself was enough to induce them 
to keep silence, because he thought they 
could have added nothing to, and they 
might have detracted something from, 
the force and cogency of the arguments 
used. They were their own old familiar 
arguments, and, therefore, they gave 
great satisfaction to them. But they 
were still left in a little doubt. They 
knew now from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer the reasons why he had pro- 
p sed the withdrawal of the tax, but they 
did not know quite at this moment why 
the Government as a Government pro- 
posed to withdraw it. He was speaking 
of the Government as an entity—if it 
maintained the character of an entity, of 
which they might entertain some doubt. 
sut they were still as ignorant as they 
were, of the reasons that induced the 
Cabinet, who were so strongly unanimous 
in support of the tax last year, to propose 
its withdrawal now. 

They had seen also in the ranks 
behind the Government bench a 
pleasing diversity of opinion. Very 
strong language had been used, stronger 
than he had ever heard employed by 
Members of the House with regard to 
Ministers whom they supported in 
authority. [Some MINISTERIAL cries of 
“No, we don’t.”] Well, perhaps the 
hon. Member for Sheffield did rot use 
strong language, and the right hon. 
Member forSleaford adopted an ingenious 
mode of relieving his feelings, for he 
dressed up an imaginary agricultural 
labourer, and quoted his language with 
such unction that they could easily see 
that it was genuine in its origin. Buthe 
was bound to say that the hon. Member 
for Birmingham went a little beyond 
what was justified by the circumstances 
in the way in which he spoke of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He would 
not do the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the ill turn of supporting him against his 
own followers, which might lead Members 
to view him with some suspicion, but he 
thought in the interest of almost common 
wivilities in the House he must enter 
some protest against the violent, though 
humorous, but none the less violent 
because humorous, objections raised by 
the hon. Member for Birmingham to the 
conduct and policy of the right hon. 
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Gentleman. In other quarters also they 
found a pleasing diversity of opinion. 
Even Liverpool was divided against itself, 
not only on the facts and theories, but in 
the authority of its representatives. They 
were often on that side supposed to be 
subject to differences of opinion. [Cries 
from the MINISTERIAL Benches of “ No, 
no.”| He was glad to hear the denial, 
but could at least assure hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that he had not 
as yet been able to detect in any quarter 
of that side of the House any diversity of 
opinion on the subject now before the 
Committee. They had arrived, or were 
about to arrive, at a conclusion of the 
matter eminently satisfactory to them. 
They were opposed to the tax last year, 
not to its intention, because he entirely 
believed the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bristol did not anticipate 
any of those evil results which are now 
more apparent than they then were. They 
were opposed to this tax on the assured 
and settled grounds that it might lead to 
further extension of protectionist doctrines, 
that it was a tax on the food of the 
people, of the poorest people, who ought 
not to be laid under the burden of it, 
and they opposed it with other arguments 
with which the Committee were familiar. 
They found themselves amply justified 
that day. They should take part in the 
division with perfect unanimity and great 
heartiness, and they hoped they should 
see the last of a tax injurious to the best 
interests of the country and oppressive 
to the people of this country, and they 
hoped the tax would never be renewed, 


Mr. CHAPLIN said he was not at 
all surprised at the satisfaction of the 
right hon. Gentleman that all the 
arguments which had been used by his 
own side of the House had been repeated 
by the hon. Members who spoke on 
that side of the House in support of the 
remission of the duty. Nor had he any 
quarrel with anything that had fallen 
from the right hon. Gentleman, except 
in one particular point. He could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that 
the agricultural labourer to whom he 
referred was very far from being 
imaginary ; he was an actual individual, 
he was a genuine article, and he hid 
used precisely the language quoted. 
His hon. friend below him had criticised 
the statement he had made in regard 
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to the result of the tax of last year in 
producing a cheap and abundant supply 
of offals. In the deputation which had 
been so often referred to there were 
farmers from all parts of the country, 
and they knew the actual facts in 
reference to the tax. They knew what 
they had paid for the articles before, the 
duty was imposed, and what they had 
paid after. His hon. friend had asked 
him to reserve his efforts for larger 
occasions which might occur in the 
future. He could assure him that when 
these occasions arose he wouid not find 
him backward in any way; he would 
be at the front; and he hoped to do all 
in his power to forward a proposal of 
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which he approved. But he could not 
respond to his hon. friend’s wishes on 
this occasion, for a reason with which 
his hon. friend could sympathise. He 
was pledged to a number of supporters 
beyond the walls of the House to do all 
in his power to press this matter to an 
end, and he had never thrown ove? a 
backer yet. He therefore would press 
the matter to a division, and he hoped 
his hon. friend would vote with him. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 416 ; 
Noes, 32. (Division List No. 125.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 


Cameron, Ro 


Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


bert 
Campbell, Kt Hn J A (Glasg.) 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Kt Hon. Sir Charles 





Allan, Sir William (Gateshead, 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glos., Stroud) 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hy. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. H. Sir H. 
Hailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
licaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 

Bell, Richard 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree. Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Biake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Col. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. G (Lynn Regis) 
Brassey, Albert 





Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alx. H. (Shropsh.) | 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) | 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Kyburn 
Bull, William James 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


Mr. Chaplin. 


Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir kdw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Channing, Francis Allston 





Dillon, John 

Dimsdale, Kt. Hon.SirosephC. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Euwaras, Frank 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Ellis, John Edward 


Chapman, Edward | Emmott, Alfred 


Charrington, Spencer 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hin. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, Nor:h\ 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(A ntrimS. 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark: 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. ee (Bolton) 


Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, Mt. Vaughan (Cardig’n 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel | 
Devlin,Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Dewar, John A.(Znverness-eh.) 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 

| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leth 


| Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
| Ffrench, Peter 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
_ Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Mich]. (Lond. Univ 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
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(ioddard, Daniel Ford 
4iodson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,Hn. J.E (Eligin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore,HnG. K.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mids 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt Hon Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath,James(Staffords.N. W.) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 





Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, B 
Hobhonse, RtHn H(Somerset,E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 





Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tott#ham 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jxcoby, James Alfred 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow | 
Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) | 
Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks,N.R | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornaal/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) | 
ge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. &. 
Levy, Maurice 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Logan, John William 

Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Waster (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Maxwell, W.J. H.(Dumfriessh. 


Mellor, Rt. Hn. JohnWilliam 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh,N.) 


| Mitchell, William (Burnley) 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Mooney, John J. 

More, Kobt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John (Montrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
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Clause 2 :— 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton 
shire, EK.) said his object in rising was 
to move the remission of the extra 2d. 
on the tea duty which was imposed for 
the purposes of the war. This question 
would have to be considered from 
several points of view. When a tax 
was placed upon a commodity largely 
used in the country, a Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had to take into con- 
sideration how far such a tax diminished 
importation beyond the point at which 
it was a satisfactory and remuneiative 
tax from the point of revenue. The 
amount of tea imported during the last 
three years had shown a very marked 
decrease. For the five months ending 
the 3lst of May last year, there was a 
decrease of 9,500,000 Ibs. as compared 
with the corresponding period in 1902, 
and as compared 1901, there was 


actually a decrease of 20,000,000 Ibs. 
He was quite aware that since the month 
of May there had been a slight rally in 
tea imports, but it was quite plain that 
during the three years of war during 
which the extra 2d. was placed upen 
tea there had been a marked decrease 








in imports, and these facts ought to be 
fully considered. He was aware that 
there was before the two preceding 
Budgets some forestalments which 
somewhat disturbed the figures, but 
there was no doubt that over the whole 
period here had been a marked diminu- 
tion in the importation of tea into this 
country, and a marked increase in the 
price of tea,a higher price than the 
extra duty imposed, which pressed most 
heavily on the working classes. In the 
opinion of those who knew most of the 
subject this tax had also tended to the 
diminution of the production of tea, 
especially in India and Ceylon. It was 
high time to consider the revision of 
this tax from the point of view of 
revenue and from its results. The relief 
givenon theincome tax was a large relief 
—a much larger relief than many of the 
income taxpayers expected to receive, 
and if the facts were looked into with 
scientific accuracy it would be found 
that if the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
given a relief of 3d. on the income tax, 
and distributed the relief of the other 
penny over other things besides corn he 
would have more accurately attained the 
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happy mean of the equalisation of the ) 


burden on the various classes who con- 
tributed to the revenue of this country. 
With regard to the incidence of taxation 
on the working classes he had taken con- 
siderable trouble to obtain, from the most 
careful investigation in his division, a 
series of accurate budgets of working- 
class families. Taking the percentage of 
taxation on the three articles, tea, sugar, 
and corn, and calculating them in the 
form of an income tax upon the poor, 
he had found in thirty-nine of these 
carefully prepared budgets of the working 
classes, that taking the extra duties im- 
posed for the purposes of the war during 
the last three years, the result was as 
follows :—The duty on corn amounted to 
an income tax of 2°926 of a penny 
in the £, the extra duty on tea to 1°85 of 
a penny, and on sugar 3°84 of a penny in 
the £. He would not deal with the 
other duties, except as to the total which 
pressed upon the working classes, which 
suggested to him that some relief should 
be given on the duty on tea. Taking 
the average duty paid by those thirty- 
nine working-class families in respect to 
the extra war tax on those threearticles of 
food, and calculating their amounts, 
interpreted as an income tax, and based 
on the a/ valorem values laid down by the 
lateChancellor of the Exchequerand other 
experts, he found that the additional 
income tax paid indirectly by the 
working classes through these taxes 
alone, without touching tobacco or 
alcohol at all, amounted to 8°61 of a 
penny in the £. He would ask hon. 
Members to remember that whereas, 
so far as these figures gave a reason- 
able presumption of accuracy, the income 
tax imposed upon the working classes 
by these taxes was that no less than 84d., 
only 7d. in the £ was imposed upon the 
income tax payer for the purposes of the 
war. He found from figures supplied by 
co-operative societies last year that the 
total income tax of the working classes, as 
represented by the tax upon dutiable 
articles consumed, ranged from Is. to 2s. 
in the £ on the income which they 
possessed. Those figures could not be 


seriously challenged ; they were brought 
before him by some of the most experienced 
co-operators of the day, who had to deal 
witi the expenditure of thousands of 
families. 
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The consideration he had to place 
| before the Committee was, that they had in 
| these war taxes imposed a larger amount 
| upon the poorer classes than they had by 
the income tax on the wealthier classes. 
|And it was useless to speak of this 
taxation as voluntary in the same sense 
as expenditure on tobacco and liquor. It 
was an expenditure incurred for the 
necessaries of life. And though the tea 
duty was not a tax on food in the same 
sense as the corn duty which touched the 
vital efficiency of the people, it was a tax 
which bore heavily on the necessities of the 
poor. He wished that the ColonialSecretary 
had been present, because he had desired 
to invite him to throw some light upon 
the calculations which the right hon. 
Gentleman had made in 1885, which were 
then challenged by hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, and by the 
Economist newspaper, but which were: 
never refuted. The present Colonial 
Secretary in 1885 made out that if they 
took into consideration the expenditure 
/upon beer, tobacco, and spirits, the 
income tax paid by the working 
classes by means of dutiable articles 
was about 8 per cent of their in- 
come. Those figures had the authority 
of the Colonial Secretary at that time 
and were produced for as the basis 
of his policy of “ransom” of equality 
of taxation and equality of sacrifice. 
If the figures of the Colonial 
Secretary were in any way to be 
relied on as the income tax paid by 
the working man in 1885, when they 
had to pay on nothing except tea at a 
lower duty than now, coffee, currants, 
and tobacco and alcoholic liquor, he 
would ask hon. Gentlemen opposite 
what Budget the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary would have to pre- 
pare, havng regard to the war duties, when 
the additional indirect taxation for the war 
amounted to no less than &}d. in the £. 
The Colonial Secretary’s figures in 1885 
+ showed an income tax of 1s. 11d. in the 
£, and if the additional tea duty and 
the sugar duty were added, that would 
mean an income tax of 2s. 54d. in the 4, 
while, with the corn duty of last year 
you had an income tax of no less than 
2s. 84d. in the £. He was astonished 
that hon. Members, with these sources of 
information before them, did not recognise 
the enormous gravity of the inequality 
| of taxation which pressed upon the poorest 








147 Finance 
classes of the community. To those who 
understand the narrow circumstances and 
the terrible difficulties of working people, 
with incomes ranging from 12s. to 30s. per 
week, it required very strong arguments 
to justify the retention of a larger 
proportion of taxation upon the working 
classes than the higher classes had to bear. 
Such a course of action was wholly unjust, 
and in order to give the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer one more opportunity of 
enlarging the sphere of relief to those 
who were at present certainly over-taxed, 
he begged to move. 





Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words | 
‘continue to,’ and insert the words ‘ cease and | 
the duty of fourpence the pound on tea shall.’ ” | 
—(Mr. Channing.) | 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words | 
‘continue to’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the Amendment, 
which he was unable to accept, had been 
urged on the ground that the consumer had | 
been given less in the way of remission of | 
taxation than the income tax payer, and | 
the hon. Member had advocated that a 
further sum of £2,000,000 a year should 
be taken from the income tax payer and | 
devoted to the remission of taxation on | 
commodities. In considering the Budget 
for the year, he went very carefully into | 
the incidence of direct and indirect taxa- | 
tion, and all the figures seemed conclu- 
sively to prove that by taking 4d. off | 
the income tax, and £2,500,000 off in- | 
direct taxation, an equitable amount 
was being taken off each, having regard 
to the sums contributed by the direct | 
and the indirect taxpayers respectively 
towards the expenses of the war. He 
also investigated very closely the burden 
borne by the two classes of taxpayers for 
some years past. As the Committee 
were aware, the tendency of late years 
had been to relieve the indirect taxpayer 
at the expense of the direct taxpayer, so 
that whereas in Mr. Gladstone’s Budgets 
the indirect taxpayer contributed about 
twice as much as the direct taxpayer, the 
latter now contributed rather more than 
the former. Moreover, the reduction now 
being made left matters more favourable 
to the indirect taxpayer than before 
the war. He could hardly be expected 
to do more than that in the present 
Budget, but he quite recognised that in 


Mr. Channing. 
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any further remission of taxation care 
must be taken so to adjust the burden as 
to give equivalent redress to both classes 
of taxpayers. It was hardly necessary to 
refer again to the importance of not 
keeping the income tax at a higher rate 
than was absolutely necessary. It ought 
to be kept at such a figure, consistently 
with justice to other taxpayers, that it 
would be an available reserve in case of 
emergency, and no one would contend 
that an income tax of Ild. in the £ 
was as low as was desirable, having 


| regard to the circumstances he had men- 


tioned. He assured the hon. Member he 
had carefully considered the claim of the 
working classes, and he was satisfied that 
in the proposals before the Committee 
substantiai justice was done. 


Sir CHARLES McLAREN (Leicester- 
shire, Bosworth) said that tea, so far from 
being a luxury, was really one of the prime 
necessities of life, and the tax upon tea fell 
on the poorest and most miserable class 
Those who had 
studied the question had come to the 
conclusion that if there was one thing 
more necessary than another to the en- 
joyment of life by the very poor, it was 
tea. Thousands of the lowest class of 
workers practically lived on what they 
called “tea” and bread and butter. The 
poorest of women, who sewed or worked 
in factories—the drudges of civilisation 

found in tea the one solace of life, and 
the one luxury in which their means 
permitted them to indulge. These were 
the people who had no voice, and were 
not likely to have any, in the policy of the 
nation; they were too poor, ignorant, 
and weak to have any influence in the 
policy of a nation such as ours; they 
ought to be treated rather as children, 
and the taxation of the better classes 
ought not to be reduced at their expense. 
He hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, when he considered his Budget 
next year, would take this class into 
account. Another point of view from 
which the tea duty should be regarded 
was that of the English investor who had 
put money into the tea plantations of 
Assam and Ceylon. Ata time when we 
were taking peculiar interest in the 
prosperity of the colonies, the question 
might well be considered of whether this 
taxation of investments in the colonies 
should go on. Ceylon, in particular, had 
suffered from a series of bad years. The 
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coffee plantations, in which the English 
investor originally put his money, were 
swept away, and tea had been put down 
in their place. The imports of tea had 
fallen off in consequence of this tax, and 
the quality of the tea drunk was much 
lower than when the tax was lighter. 
People were thus led to buy lower class 
China tea, and teas which were not in 
any sense the product of British capital. 
The tax on its present footing tended to 
reduce the value of English investments 
abroad, and to discourage other men 
from coming forward to increase the 


plantations which were now in some | 


places so flourishing. For these reasons 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would give his attention to the matter. 


*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- | 


borough) said that while the Committee 
were grateful to the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer for promising to reconsider | 


this question before the next Budget, 
there were reasons which might prevent 
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the right hon. Gentleman giving effect next | 


year to any desire he might have to reduce 


the duty. Many people were disappointed | 
that the tax was not reduced this year. | 


income taxpayers would have been per- 
fectly satisfied with a reduction of 3d., 
and the ideal of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer of equalising direct and indirect 


taxation would have been more nearly | 


achieved. Out of £10,500,000 surplus 
the direct taxpayer received £8,500,900. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: He has contributed 


more to the cost of the war. 


*Mr. LEVY doubted whether the direct 
taxpayer had contributed as much as the 
indirect taxpayer. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had referred to Mr. Gladstone's 
Budgets. In 1895, under the last Liberal 
Administration, the taxation on neces- 
saries of life amounted to a little over 
4 per cent., whereas now it amounted to 
10} per cent., so that there was some 
justification for the demand that a penny 
less should be taken off the income tax 
and the tax on tea reduced by twopence. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 


| Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words 
‘continue to,’ and insert the words ‘ cease and 
the duty of 4d. the pound on tea shall.’ ”—(Mr. 
Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘continue to’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. LEVY, continuing his speech, said 
he had endeavoured to show the right 
hon. Gentleman that he had not dealt 
equally with the direct and indirect tax- 
payer. This tea duty, like the corn tax, 
was justified by hon. Members opposite, 
who said that the wage earner: of 
this country having approved of the 
war, it was only fair that they should 
contribute to the cost of it. He had 
never accepted the theory that the wage 


-earners had approved of the war, but if 


they had they could have only done so 
by the introduction of facts which 
were not strictly accurate having been 
placed before them, and it was 
therefore somewhat unfair to penalise 
them for an error of judgment arrived 
at on the facts presented to them. Even 
if they did approve of the war, still they 
should be the first to receive relief now 
that it had terminated. They were the 
least able to bear the burden of taxation. 
While the income taxpayers had an 
income out of which to pay, the con- 
sumers had little or no capital, and week 
by week hardly knew how to eke out 
an existence, very often having to buy 
their tea in pennyworths and ha’porths. 
That being the case the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer having been bold enough 
to differ trom those members of the 
Cabinet who desire to impose fresh taxa- 
tion upon the food of the people, and 
who had repealed the corn tax, would 
surely be bold enough to go a step 


further and remit this extra 2d. on 


tea, imposed for purposes of funds for the 
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war. This year the income taxpayers 
would, by the remission of 4d. on the 
income tax, save something like 
£3,500,000. The indirect taxpayers, by 
the remission of the corn duty, would 
save nearly £2,500,000, but it must be 
remembered that if the Sugar Conven- 
tion was ratified, as it probably would be 
against the wishes of the people, the 
indirect taxpayers would pay £6,000,000 
or £7,000,000 a year more for their sugar. 
That burden would fall mostly on the 
working classes of this country, and that 
being so, there could be no justification 
for saying that the direct and indirect 
taxpayers were receiving equal benefits. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
addition, anticipated receiving an in- 
creased sum of over £2,000,000 from 
the Customs, and although that sum 
might be spread over a larger population 
than hitherto, the people of this country 
on their food would be paying no less a 
sum than £10,000,000 in excess of what 
they paid last year. The stamina of the 
country depended upon the quality and 
quantity of the food consumed by the 
people ; many had to look, not to quality 
but quantity, and by reason of these taxes 
upon tea and upon sugar the quantity 
ot food which some would consume must 
be seriously diminished. He therefore 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
remit the extra 2d. which was put upon 
tea for the purposes of the war ; by so 
doing he would confer a great benefit 
upon a great mass of the community. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he was 
obliged to traverse a good many of the 
reasons of the hon. Gentleman opposite 
for the remission of this duty for the 
sufficient reason, among others, that no 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could remit 
taxation when he had not the money to 
do so. It was perfectly impossible to 
raise the income tax to such an amount 
as would enable 2d. to be taken off the 
tea duty. So far as he personaly was 
concerned he would make an appeal of 
a different character to the right hon. 
Gentleman. He would appeal to him 
not toremit any of the existing tea duty. 
He was sorry that even the corn tax 
had been remitted. The reason he so 
strongly opposed the argument of the 
hon. Gentleman opposite was because it 

Mr. Levy. 
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was based on a fallacy. He was in 
favour of treating, with every possible 
consideration, those who were most needy 
and those upon whom the burden of 
taxation pressed most heavily, but hon. 
Members opposite must not forget that 
the direct payers also paid a large 
amount of indirect taxation. No fewer 
than 112,397 income taxpayers pos- 
sessed incomes of less than £160 per 
annum; 138,467 an income exceeding 
£160 and not exceeding £200, and 
94,298 an income of over £200 and not 
exceeding £300. That made a total of 
355,662 of what they must suppose to be 
heads of families, which multiplied by the 
usual computation of five, as being the 
number of the family, gives a total of 
17,750,000 who paid income tax on an 
assessment of under £300 a year. In 
those persons expenditure, tea, sugar, 
and tobacco formed a large ingredient, 
and, therefore, in addition to the oppressive 
burden of the Income Tax they had to 
pay a large amount of indirect taxation, 
yet by asystem of equity and logic, which 
he was unable to follow, hon. Members 
opposite found their consideration was 
aroused on behalf of those persons who 
only paid through indirect taxation and 
had not a word to say in favour of those 
who paidin addition the oppressive burden 
of direct taxation. There was another 
argument which had notreceived from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that consideration it 
should have received. He never had any 
sympathy with those who cried out 
because the income tax was raised in 
times of stress or war, but it was the 
duty of every Government to reduce the 
income tax to such a level that they 
could resort to it again in times of stress. 
The capacity of the income tax as a 
source of revenue could not possibly be 
so great when the tax stood at 1ld. or 
1s., as it would be when it stood at 6d. or 
7d. The direct taxpayers contributed 
more than their share to the expenditure 
of the country and pro tanto they had a 
greater claim on the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for remission than those 
persons who, whatever they pay in indirect 
taxation, pay nothing in direct taxation. 
The right hon. Gentleman had to be very 
careful how he in any way still further 
reduced the resources of the country, 
which, at any rate, at present only 
existed on paper. He should be the 
last person in the world to question the 
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Estimates of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which were founded on expert advice, 
but ie EA Estimates threatened 
them. In the last three or four weeks 
they had large possible and probable 
additions to those Estimates, and they 
must bear in mind the claims of the Debt 
and the absolute disappearance of the 
Sinking Fund. He certainly hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would rigidly stand 
to the not too lavish provision he had 
made for the expenditure of the country, 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER said _ he 
strongly desired that the tea duty 
should be reduced. In fact, he had an 
Amendment on the Paper that it should 
be reduced by 3d. It was not an answer 
to say that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had not got the money. He had 
thrown away £2,500,000, and he talked 
about next year. That did not 
satisfy him. With regard to next 
year he was not without hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not be 
there as Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
that he would have some other and better 
oceupation. Whether that was so or not 
he wished emphatically to express his 
dislike to the whole of the first five clauses 
of this Budget, and especially his dislike 
to the tea duty. He disliked the tea 
duty because tea was largely produced in 
our own dominions. The corn duty 
represented only 4 per cent. of the value, 
whilst the incidence in regard to tea was 
very difficult. Let them take an average 
price of ls. a pound. The duty on that 
was 6d.—half the value. Therefore, it 
was perfectly clear that a reduction of 3d. 


- would be so large that no tea dealer 


could possibly do other than take 3d. a 
pound off the cost. He did not suppose 
that there was anybody in the House who 
would argue that the tea duty did not 
fall absolutely on the consumer. The 


duty at present was far too heavy, and, so | 


far as he was concerned, he should lose 
no opportunity, both in that House and 
elsewhere, of urging that it should be 
reduced. He had avery strong objection 
to any tax which increased the cost of the 


food of the people, and if he had thought | 


that the corn duty would have had that 
effect he would not have supported it. 
Tea had now become almost as much a 
necessity of life as bread itself, and the 
tax upon tea had become a very serious 
thing indeed to working people. He 
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should always urge that the duty on tea 
should be nee He had a very strong 
objection to everything which increased 
the cost of the food of the people, and 
he should support the Amendment of the 
hon. Member opposite. 





Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
| ton) said that if his hon. friend succeeded 
|with the view he had put forward, it 
would necessitate an increase in direct 
| taxation. He doubted whether there were 
;many Members on the Ministerial side 
\of the House taking a large view of 
/ national questions who would consider 
that the alternative to the remission of 
indirect taxation should be an increase 
‘of direct taxation. He thought the 
| views upon this point put forward by 
‘recent Chancellors of the Exchequer 
_were very sound. During national 
emergencies, if they wanted a fund to 
draw from, they had the income tax, 
| but if that tax was raised to the war 
| point in times of peace, then they would 
/not have that fund to fall back upon 
| When the income tax was raised beyond 
a certain point it pressed severely and 
unequally on the industries of the 
country. Nodoubt there was something 
_to be said in favour of a duty on tea, and 
they should take into account what the 
real burden of the tax amounted to. 
| When they had a commodity, the cost of 
producing which had been reduce! 
beyond all expectation, as was the case 
with tea, then it could bear taxation 
without any hardship upon the con- 
sumer. Under these circumstances he 
could not support a reduction of the tea 
duty. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he had already 


, stated to the House the reasons why he 


was unable to accept the Amendment, 
but some observations had been made 
which seemed to call for a few words 
more from him. He did not desire to 
minimise the burden of indirect taxation 


on the working classes and the very poor, 


but he reminded the Committee that the 
relative burden of indirect as compared 
with direct taxation was not now so great 
as it was before the war. Before the war 
indirect taxation contributed in the pro- 


| portion of 52-1 and direct taxation 47°9 to 


the revenue, but after this Budget was 
passed the proportions would be 50:9 
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indirect taxation and 491 direct | friend the Member for Preston had 
taxation. Considerably more revenue stated, if they took 2d. off tea they had 


had been raised by direct taxation for 
the war than by indirect taxation, and 
the proposals in the Budget to a large 
extent rectified the balance once more. 
It had been assumed by hon. Members 
that the result of adding 2d. to the 
duty on tea had been to increase the 
price paid by the working classes to that 
extent. That certainly had not been 
the case, because through  over- 
production or some other causes the 
wholesale price of tea had decreased 
tothe extent of I}d. out of that 2d. 
He did not deny that if 2d. were taken 
off the tea duty the consumer would 
obtain the benefit; but his argument 
was that as far as the burden of that 
tax on the people was concerned, as 
compared with the period before the 
war, it was nothing like the 2d. which 
had been added to the tea duty. He 
had already explained that he was unable 
to do anything more in the way of a 
reduction of taxation this year, and 
he hoped that he had explained 
satisfactorily to the Committee that 
although this year they had taken off 
direct taxation a much larger sum 
than off indirect taxation, the balance 
was still in favour of the indirect tax- 
piyer. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said his right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had stated that the contributions of the 
indirect taxpayer and the direct taxpayer 
now showed a balance in favour of the 
indirect taxpayer. He wished to point 
out that the duties on spirits, wine, and 
beer were included in indirect taxation. 
These things could not be looked upon 
as the necessaries of life, and when they 
were eliminated from the reckoning in- 
direct taxation paid very little to the 
revenue. Tea and sugar re 
about £11,000,000 out of a total revenue | 
from taxation of £125,000,000; and if 
people did not choose to drink or smoke 
their burdens from indirect taxation 
were extremely small. As his hon. 


to put it on something else, and unless 
they revived the corn duty he did not 
know upon what other article they 
could put it, and they would have 
to put it on the income tax. There 
was no doubt that of all classes those 
who paid income tax were a class 
upon whom the burden of taxation in 
the last few years had fallen very 
heavily. The working classes had not 
suffered by reason of want of employ- 
ment during the war, while wages had 
continued good, and, therefore, they 
could not complain if the duty on tea 
was kept to the figure at which it now 
stood. He did not believe the tea 
dealers and erocers would confer the 
whole benefit of any reduction in the 
tax upon their customers; if so, it 
would be the first time in the history of 
the world in which that had been 
done. Any number of cases could be 
produced where a reduction of duty 
had not led to a reduction in price. 
The abolition of the corn duty had not 
led to a reduction in the price of bread, 
and a reduction of the tea duty would 
not necessarily lead to a reduction in the 
price of tea. When the coal dues were 
abolished in the City of London that did 
not lead to a reduction in price, and 
there was scarcely any instance where 
a reduction in the tax upon an article 
had been followed by a reduction in the 
price. He did not know whether the 
mover of the Amendment gave any 
indication of what article he would put 
the tax on in place of this 2d. on tea. 
He urged the Committee to hesitate 
before they took this 2d. off tea, 
which he did not believe was felt by 
any one. He was not aware of any 
other tax that could be put on in 
its place which would not be a greater 
burden. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154 ; 
Noes, 92. (Division List No. 126.) 


AYES. 


Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | 


Mr. Ritchie. 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
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Barry, E. (Cor/:, 8.) 

Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Butcher, John George , 
Campbell, J.H.M. (Vublin Univ 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A( Wore | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( A ntrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
3 .rdner, Ernest 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen, Chas. P, (Glos., Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas sir 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Delany, William 

Devlin,Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
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Gilhooly, James mg. 
Gordon,Hn.J .E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn 14.G.(Midz 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Stafford, N. W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Rt HonH (Som’rs't,E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Shef., Btside) 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Houston, Robert Patersen 
Hudson, George Bickerstetn 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar \Glasguw 
Lawson, Ja.Grant( Yorks. NR.) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan He 
Loekwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt,Hn. Walter ( Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur. Charles (Liverpool) 
Maxwell, WJH( Dumfriesshire, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


NOES. 
Edwards, Frank 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, # 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Hutchinson. Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
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O’Shee, James John 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edwar.! 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Biase 
titchie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutheriord, John (Lancashire 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester; 
Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Zaunt’n 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Geor, 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 
Young, Samuel 

TELLERS 'FOR THE AYES— 

Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Murphy, John 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Fifion) 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Hawick: 


Taylor, Theo. 


Thomas, David 
Thomson, F. W. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) | Toulmin, Geor, 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 








Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER moved to 
Jeave out the clause. He said the argu- 
ment that this year the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not got sufficient 
money to carry out what he now pro- 
posed did not meet the case, because 
the life of the nation was not a matter 
of one year only. It was a matter of 
grave doubt how far they were wise in 
raising so large a proportion of their 
revenue from alcoholic drinks, and other 
things, the reasonable use of which was 
right and proper. No question of 
temperance, or what was best for the 
people, entered into the Exchequer’s 
consideration in that matter, but simply 
how the greatest possible revenue 
could be raised. The excessive taxation 
of the articles concerned was very bad 
for everybody. The State made itself a 
partner with the brewer, distiller, and 
publican, and a partner which took as 
much as possible out of the interest con- 
cerned, and did as much as it could to 
stimulate the consumption of alcohol in 
thiscountry. From a social and national 
point of view, not less than that of the 
traders affected, and of those who abused 
the good things of this life, the present 
system was undesirable, and for those 
reasons he moved the omission of the 
clause. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, to leave out Clause 3.” 


Question put, “That Clause 3 sn 
part of the Bill,” and agreed to. 


| 


Clause 4 agreed to. 


a 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glateon gan, 


Tomkinson, J — 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips | 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan | 

Wason, John ee a Mr. 
White, Luke (York, Z 
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, J. H. (Halifaz) 
taker, Thomag Palmer 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
| Wilson, J ohn (Durham, Mid) 
| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Broadhurst and Mr. 


R.) Levy. 


C. (Radcliffe \z | Whitley. 


A. (Merth r) | 
(York, WR) 








investments beyond the limits of the 
British Empire. His objection to 
income tax was probably greater than tu 
any other part of the Budget. The 
income tax was not only a tax 
upon those who directly paid it, but 
upon the trade and industries of the 
country. He had nothing whatever to 
say so far as it meant taxing the invest- 
ments of those wealthy people who put 
their money into foreign concerns which 
competed with the industries of this 
country, and many of whom escaped the 
tax. He would like to see income tax 
abolished so far as the industries of this 
country were concerned. He was very 
far indeed from sharing the views of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and others 
as to the right proportion between direct 
and indirect taxation, because he could 
not help remembering that a greater 
authority than any of them wished to 
abolish income tax altogether. However 
little he might agree with Mr. Gladstone 
in most matters he agreed with him in 
that. He was aware that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not got the money 
and that it could not be done, but he 
raised the question with a view to the 
future. There was no more abominable 
tax than the income tax, which was very 
unfair so far as it related to those who 
earned their daily bread as shopkeepers, 
clerks, or professional men. Minorities 
were not always wrong, and he was 
perfectly certain there were many who 
thought with him who would not vote in 
favour of the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 3, line 11, after the word ‘shall,’ 


| to insert the words ‘as regards all profits de- 
| rived from investments other than in the 


| United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 


Clause 5. 
Mr. DAVID MACIVER moved an| 
Amendment with the object of confining 
the income tax to profits derived from 


or in any other part of His Majesty's 
Dominions.’ ”—(Mr. David MacIver.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. iriend has 
supplied the practical answer to his own 
Amendment. He says it is quite impos- 
sible for me to do it. Indeed, we should 
be in a state of hopeless bankruptcy if we 
attempted it. 


Sirk GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) asked whether anything had been 
done with regard to the Committee on 
the income tax which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had promised. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The arrangements are 
not finally settled, but I hope to announce 
them at an early date. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked whether the inquiry would be 
by a Select Committee or otherwise. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the Committee 
would be a Committee of the House ap- 
pointed in the usual way. 


Question put and negatived. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
had an Amendment on the Paper in the 
following terms— 


“In Clause 5, page 3, lines 11 and 12, leave 
out ‘ rate of eleven pence, and insert ‘following 
rate, namely: In respect of incomes exceeding 
one hundred thousand pounds a year, two 
shillings ; In respect of incomes exceeding 
fifty thousand pounds and not exceeding one 
hundred thousand pounds a year, one shilling 
and ten pence; In respect of incomes exceed- 
ing twenty thousand pounds and not exceeding 
fifty thousand pounds a year, one shilling and 
eight pence ; Iu respect of incomes exceeding 
ten thousand pounds and not exceeding twenty 
thousand pounds a year, one shilling and six 
pence; In respect of incomes exceeding five 
thousand pounds and not exceeding ten 
thousand pounds a year, one shilling and 
three pence ; In respect of incomes exceeding 
two thousand pounds and not exceeding five 
thousand pounds a year, one shilling and two 
pence; in respect of incomes exceeding one 
thousand pounds and not exceeding two 
thousand pounds a year, one shilling ; In respect 
of incomes exceeding seven hundred pounds 
and not exceeding one thousand pounds a year, 
eleven pence; In respect of incomes exceeding 
six hundred pounds and not exceeding seven 
hundred pounds a year, ten pence ; In respect 
of incomes: exceeding five hundred pounds and 
not exceeding six hundred pounds a year, nine 
pues In respect of incomes exceeding four 
nundred pounds and not exceeding five hundred 
pounds a year, seven pence haltpenny; In 
respect of incomes exceeding three hundred 
pounds and not exceeding four hundred pounds 
a year, six pence ; In respect of incomes exceed- 


ing two hundred pounds and not exceeding | 


three hundred pounds a year, four pence ; In 
respect of incomes exceeding one hundred and 


sixty pounds and not exceeding two hundred : 
| the income tax. The late Chancellor of 


pounds a year, three pence.” 


VOL. CXXIV. [FourrH Series. } 
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*THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. 
Member could not propose a_ higher 
income tax than that named in the 
Bill, and, therefore. only the latter 
half of the Amendment, beginning 
with the proposed payment of 11d. 
for incomes over £700 a year, would 
be in order. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS said he would 
restrict his proposals accordingly. He 
was under the impression that, as tlie 
scheme he proposed would not increase 
the total revenue from income tax 
provided for in the Bill, it would not 
be out of order, but under the cireum- 
stances he was bound to move the 
second part of the Amendment only. 
He appealed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to discuss the question 
without taking advantage of the 
technical difficulty. The point he 
wished to raise was whether the 
income tax should be graduated or 
not. It was one which had _ been 
raised on several occasions in the 
House, and he believed it was one 
which was growing in public favour. 
He need not argue the principle of 
graduated taxation. The history of 
English fiscal legislation contained many 
instances of that principle culminating 
in the Finance Act of 1894. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire, when Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in that year, proposed a 
scheme of graduated death duties, the 
object being to impose a differential 
estate duty, and to equalise taxation 
between the property owner and the 
man who earned his income. In 
1897-8 the estate duty yielded 
£11,000,000, and the income tax 
£17,000,000, the proportion of the 
former to the latter being therefore 
65 per cent. Last year the amounts 
were £14,000,000 and £36,000,000, 
and the proportion 39 per cent. It 
was therefore clear that there ought to 
be some readjustment in this respect. 
When he proposed a Motion of this kind 
in 1901, the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer opposed it on the ground of the 
extension he had made in the system of 
abatements, and also because it was a year 
in which it was necessary for him to ask 


| Parliament to increase the income tax. 


This year a reduction was being made in 


F 
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the Exchequer stated then that if they had | 
to reconsider the question, the principle | 
adopted in 1894 should be adopted—that 
of imposing some compulsory taxation to 
equalise the taxation of the richer with 
that of the poorer class of income tax- 
payers. If ever such a case had arisen it 
had arisen now. ‘Then the right hon. 
Gentleman said he would not bind himself 
to any policy or plan in the matter, but 
he very clearly indicated that some policy 
or plan would have to be adopted in order 
to reduce the inequalities which un- 
doubtedly did exist at the present time. 
So far no step had been taken in that 
direction. He hoped the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would make some promise 
toreduce the inequality that, in spite of the 
exemptions, still prevailed between the 
larger and smaller income taxpayer. 


Finance 





In practice only a small fraction of the 
benefit to which people with small incomes 
wereentitled from abatements was realised | 
by them. An enormous number of people 
were unaware of the exemptions to which 
they were entitled, and were deterred by 
difficulties from claiming the exemptions. 
The proportion of the amount re- 
covered by the taxpayer to the amount 
due to him he should say was one- 
eighth or one-tenth; and when he 
thought what this system pretended to 
be, and what it really was, he was 
prompted to use very strong language 
indeed. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would look at the first column of the 
table he would find that there were 
308,000 entitled to exemption of £160 a 
year; and in the last two columns he | 
would find that there were 380,000 
employees also entitled to exemption of 
£160. If they took a fairly low average 
of these exemptions it would be found 
that when the income tax was at the rate | 
of 8d. in the £1 these exemptions | 
amounted to £2,500,000 at least. Some | 
time ago he ha! asked the previous | 
Chancellor of the Exche ;uer how much 
was received during a year when the 
income tax was 8d.; and the reply was 
that the amount actually paid to persons 
entitled to exemption was £313,000. 
There were an enormous number of 
people who were not aware that they 
were entitled to these exemptions, and 
there were a large number who were 
aware but who were deterred by the 
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difficulties which existed from recover- 


Mr. J. H. Lewis. 
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ing the sums due to them from the 


Bill. 


State. There were 300,000 income tax- 
payers with incomes of less than £200 
per year, and 50,000 of those whose 
incomes were between £300 and £400, 
and 25,000 of those whose incomes 
were between £400 and £500, none 
of whom had received the abatements 
to which they wereentitled. He thought 
it was the duty of the State, if this 
system of abatement could not afford 
relief to the poor taxpayers, to find some 


/other system of taxation by which the 


small taxpayers should pay only the 
amount of the tax which the State 
wished to levy on them. He was well 
aware that there was one practical 
difficulty constantly urged by Ministers 
who had to meet a Motion of this 
character. It was the difficulty of 
inducing individuals to aggregate their 
incomes when derived from many 
sources; and of checking evasion of 
the tax. After all, however, he should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the difficulties were so great. 
Individuals were obliged to make a 


| statement as to their incomes; these 


statements were examined, and certain 
checks applied. If a man had many 
sources of income, in nearly every case 
the source would be investments in 
limited liability companies. Now lists of 
the shareholders in these companies 
were public property. It would be quite 
possible to compile an alphabetical index 
of these shareholders by means of un- 
skilled clerical labour. As a matter of 
fact he was told that there were private 
firms in the City which compiled lists 
of that character. At all events it was 
possible for Somerset House, which 
had these lists under its control, to 
make such a list, and the cost of that 
work would be justified when £2,500,000 
of the poorer taxpayers’ money was 
concerned. There could be no doubt 
that the present system, or want of 


/system, did not work, and that the 


classes who were entitled to relief from 
income tax did not receive it. We must 
adopt -ome different system of graduat- 
ing the income tax. The public be- 
lieved that those small income tax- 
paver: got the exemptions to which they 
were entitled ; but, as a matter of fact, 
it was a mere make-believe, and he hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
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seriously consider the case of these 
widows, spinsters, and other people with | 
small incomes of £200 or £300, who did | 
not get the relief to which they were | 
entitled; if the right hon. Gentleman | 
was able, to introduce that reform) 
these classes would be deeply grateful 
to him. 
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whelming. Itshould be remembered that 
two-thirds of the money obtained from the 
income tax was received at the source— 
that was to say, deducted from the pay- 
ment of dividends and the like. How was 
the Committee going to make the various 
companies at home and abroad responsible 
for ascertaining what was the income of 


| an individual who received a dividend ? 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, lines 11 and 12, to leave out the 
words ‘rate of eleven pence,’ and to insert 
‘following rate, namely:—In_ respect of | 
incomes exceeding seven hundred pounds and 
not exceeding one thousand pounds a year, 
eleven pence. In respect of incomes exceed- 
ing six hundred pounds and not exceeding | 
seven hundred pounds a year, ten pence. In | 
respect of incomes exceeding five hundred 
pounds and not exceeding six hundred pounds 
a year, nine pence. ”—(Mr. J. H. Lewis.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘rate of eleven pence ’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he quite under- 
stood that the hon. Gentleman had 
moved his Amendment not at all with 
the idea that it could be carried, but 
only to enable him to make the speech 
which he had just del.vered in regard 
to graduation and abatements. He 
admitted that so far as the question of 
abatements was concerned, the whole 
of the existing system was one 
which required to be examined. He 
hoped that it would be one of the 
subjects to which the proposed Com- 
mittee would direct its attention, 
with a view to seeing whether or 
not some more equitable arrangement 
than the present could be devised. But 
when they came to the hon. Gentleman’s 
proposal in regard to graduation they 
were landed in absolutely inextricable 
difficulties. | Graduation was discussed 
by Mr. Gladstone, who had pointed , 
out the enormous difficulty and the im- 
practicability of coming to any settlement 
of the question which would be equitable 
all round. It was true that on the face 
of it it seemed to be just that incomes 
over £5,000 or £10,000 a year should 
be called upon to pay more than the 
smaller incomes. But there were prac- 
tical difficulties to consider, and it was 
impossible to contemplate any alphabeti- 
cal arrangement of names in company 
lists like that adumbrated by the hon. | 
Member. The intricacy and the difficulty | 
of such a subject as that would be over- | 


The difficulty was absolutely insuperable. 
The suggestion, moreover, that the 


larger incomes should pay a higher duty 


than the smaller incomes had been to a 
large extent met in the remodelling of 
the death duties, which were, of course, 
something like income tax. As it stood, 
the income tax was considered by many 
persons as being of an _ inquisitorial 
character, and they resented as improper 
many of the inquiries made of them. 
He was constantly receiving complaints 


from income taxpayers as to the cross- 


examination and inquiry to which they 
were subjected, and which they did not 
consider reasonable or right. But, if 
the Treasury had to summon persons to 
the bar of the Department, and to cross- 
examine themasto whether they had £5,000 
or £10,000a year, and require them toshow 
cause why they should not be so assessed, 
it was possible a good many persons 
might be brought into the net who tried 
to escape, but only at the expense of 
friction and annoyance to hundreds of 
other taxpayers. He had looked care- 
fully into the question, and he wasconvinced 
that the difficulties were overwhelming, 
while the cost of the investigation 
would eat upa large proportion of any 
additional sum they could possibly receive. 
Though in favour of some inquiry on 
the subject of abatements to remedy any 
injustice that might exist at present, he 
could not hold out any hope to the hon. 
Member that he could deal with gradua- 
tion. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he was glad to 
hear the statement of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that the Committee, 
which they understood the other day was 
to deal with the question of evasions of 
income tax, would deal with the ques- 
tion of abatements. In his view it was 
quite clear that, apart from the question 
of a graduated income tax, the abate- 
ments made under existing circumstances 
might very well be extended to incomes 


F 2 








167 Finance 
of from £700 up to £1,000 a year. At 
the same time he was bound to agree 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
opposing the general principle of the 
raduation of the income tax. He 

imself should like to feel that the 
graduation of the income tax could be 
extended from top to bottom, but he 
feared that that was out of the question. 
He hoped, however, that the right hon. 
Gentleman would allow the question of 
the death duties from this point of view 
to be referred to the Committee. The 
right hon. Gentleman, the Member for 
West Bristol, last year admitted that, if 
the income tax was to remain perma- 
nently at a higher level, it would be 
a fair question to consider whether the 
death duties should not be proportion- 
ately increased. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) 
said he did not remember ever making 
such a statement. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he had 
not brought the quotation with him, 
but the impression on his mind was that 
the right hon. Gentleman in the course 
of the debate last year, or the year be- 
fore, had stated that if the income tax 
came to be at a higher permanent level 
than at present, the death duties should 
be proportionately increased also. How- 
ever, he did not wish for a moment to 
give any expression of opinion which 
would leave a wrong impression of 
what the right hon. Gentleman had 
said. 
stumbling block put inthe way of the 
collection oi the income tax. ; | 's') }-* 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that last 
year when he held the office of Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, they had a debate of 
some importance on this matter, and, in 
response to the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Dumfries, 
sympathy with the suggestion which he 
made that a Committee should be 
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he expressed his | 
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' doubted its practicability ; but he thought 
it a fair subject for inquiry. The Com- 
mittee he had in contemplation was not 
,a Committee of the House of Commons, 
buta Departmental Com mittee of experts, 
| who would deal with the question solely 
from the point of view of practicability. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
gone beyond that. He had seen certain 
matters connected with the income tax 
which in his opinion demanded inquiry, 
and he had undertaken that the inquiry 
should be conducted by a Committee of 
the House of Commons, and that this 
point should be included in it. He had 
been good enough to suggest that he 
should undertake an important position 
with regard to that Committee. He did 
not think that anything he could do 
or that anyone in his position could do 
—could detract from the responsibility 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer of the 
day in a matter of such vast importance 
'to the country as the proper collection 
of income tax. But anything he could 
do to assist the House or his right hon. 
friend in the matter, of course, would be 
cheerfully done. He thought this was a 
matter of considerable difficulty, and it 
was not settled, as the hon. Member for 
Poplar seemed to imagine, by anything 
that Mr. Gladstone might have said or 
done in the matter. In Mr. Gladstone’s 
days, fortunately for the income tax- 
payer, the tax continued at a low point. 
They had now got to a time when the 
income tax in time of peace stood at 
l1ld. in the pound. Well, that was a 
very serious matter, because how many 
| of them could really believe that it was 
possible in the years before them that 
'that poundage could be materially re- 
duced? What was the result ? It was this : 
| Anyone who had devoted five minutes 
'to the consideration of this point knew 
'very well that the income tax, what- 
| ever rate it might be inthe pound, pressed 
| far more severely, as a matter of fact, upon 
‘the owners of small incomes as com- 
| pared with the owners of large incomes. 
To a man of £50,000 a year what did 





appointed to inquire into the possibility | 
of either extending the present abate- | 
—_ upon the income tax or of | 

raduating the income tax upon the| ; 
Riglier sideanad. He did not sal the | extent compared with the man of 
principle of graduation, but he admitted | £2,000 or £1,000 or £700 or £800. 
that his main objection to the proposal | That was a facet that, surely, must come 
was the question of its practicability. He home to all of them if they wished to be 


Mr. Sydney Buaton. 


the income tax matter? The man, 
again, of £20,000 or £10,000 a year 
felt the income tax but to a trifling 
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fair to the taxpayers of this country. 
Of course he need not say that the un- 
fairness, if it was an unfairness, was 
largely increased when the income tax 
stood at a high level. 


Hon. Members opposite had proposed 
to meet this by graduation. He had 
no objection to the principle of gradua- 
tion with regard to the income tax. 
He had no objection to it with regard 
to the death duties or the house 
duty. With regard to the house duty, 
it had, of course, been long in operation 
in this country, and with regard to 
the death duties, during the seven 
years that he had been Chancellor 
of the Exchequer he had found the 
principle of graduation work extremely 
well. But he was afraid that they would 
find it absolutely impracticable to extend 
the principle of graduation to the income 
tax for the reasons which had been given 
by his right hon. friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and which he gave to 
the House himself last year—namely, 
that the great fortress of the income tax, 
so to speak, in this country was the 
fact of its collection at the source, and if 
they resort to the only means at their 
disposal—namely, that of an inquisitorial 
investigation by officials specially ap- 
pointed for that purpose into the cir- 
cumstances of persons who were sup- 
posed to have more than a certain 
amount of income, which would bring 
them into a higher grade for taxation— 
they would be certain to have all kinds 
of evasions, qualifications, and mental 
reservations, which would really prevent 
any successful issue tothe inquiry. It 
was possible, also, that the cost of 
such an inquiry might be entirely out of 
proportion to the results obtained. For 
the Committee could not too clearly 
remember that the bulk of the income 
tax was collected from small incomes— 
he meant comparatively small incomes— 
and that the fortunate persons who 
owned an income of £10,000 or £15,000 
a year, or above that sum, were a very 
limited number indeed. He merely 
mentioned those matters from his own 
experience in order to show his 
appreciation of the great difficulties in 
the way, not at all as suggesting that 
they ought not to go very carefully into 
the subject, with the best ex pert evidence 
at their disposal, to endeavour to see 
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whether anything practical could be 
done so as to lighten the burden upon 
the income taxpayers with smaller 
incomes, and increase the burden upon 
the persons who at present felt it very 
little at all. He sympathised with that 
idea himself, but he would venture to 
say that he hoped that in the inquiry 
which was contemplated there would be 
no idea whatever of placing the whole 
system of the income tax into the crucible 
of a Select Committee of this House. 


Of course, there were many ano- 
malies and difficulties in the income 
tax system. He wished every hon. 
Member of this House and anyone who 
thought he could remove them would 
first of all read that speech of Mr. 
Gladstone’s in 1853, in order to ap 
preciate to some extent the present 
position of the income tax and the 
difficulties in the way of making any 
alteration in it. If a Committee of this 
House was to be appointed to deal with 
this subject, the reference to it ought to 
be narrow, ought to be carefully confined 
to certain points, and ought to be 
definite. Otherwise he would venture 
to say that they would have no adequate 
results from any investigations of the 
Committee, and they might ‘possibly 
have as useless a result as that of the 
Committee of 1860, which did not 
report at all after examining a great 
deal of evidence. Certainly they would 
run a great risk of dangerously interfer- 
ing with one of the most important 
sources of revenue of the United King- 
dom. He trusted that his right hon. 
friend, while carefully limiting the 
reference to this Committee, would 
include in that reference the 
principle which had been brought 
before the Committee in that 
debate. He trusted that if the Com- 
mittee were appointed it might be their 
duty to inquire not merely into the 
working of the existing system of abate- 
ment —which he believed, on the whole, 
worked fairly well, although it was 
perfectly possible that some persons 
entitled to abatements did not receive 
them—but also that they might be 
enabled to enquire whether that system 
could be extended or in any way altered 
so as to make the income tax at its 
present high level fairer to all persons | in 





the country who paid it. 


— 
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Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., | 
Elland) expressed his opinion that it 
was more imperative this year to| 
continue to urge upon the financial 
authorities the necessity of inquiring 
into the question of the graduation 
of the income tax than it had_ been 
in preceding years. At a time when a 
declaration had been made in important 
quarters in favour of taxing the food of 
the people, we must consider whether 
there were no alternatives to such taxa- 
tion. The plan of graduation was based 
on the fact that there existed in the 
country stores of wealth which we could 
tax without touching the resources of 
the poor. He did not lay it down that 
the proposal was necessarily practicable, 
but some system of the kind was in 
operation in one of our colonies and in 
Prussia, and there was obviously ground 
for inquiry into the subject. It would 
not be necessary to touch the present 
way of raising the existing income tax, 
but the country might inquire whether 
it would not be possible to require from 
the rich a declaration of their whole in- 
eome in order that we might put upon 
them an extra tax. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launce- 
ston) said he agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
as to the importance of an inquiry into 
this matter of a graduated income tax. 
He had never been able to scheme out a 
system of graduated income tax which 
was not, in his opinion, thoroughly 
inequitable. Income was a very poor 
criterion of a man’s wealth or his power 
to bear taxation. He wished to explain 
the proposal he was going to make in 
regard to the inquiry, which was 
essential in order that it might be 
useful to the nation. No doubt the 
whole theory of direct taxation was 
that wealth and the capacity for bearing 
burthens were taken regardless of how 
the income was derived; and the 
burthen was put on the shoulders of the 
taxpayer proportionate to that. To take 
the power of bearing burthens was, how- 
ever, absolutely delusive. He had given 
an instance more than once of a man 
who had £10,000 in Consols, and a man 
who in the best three or four years of 
his life earned an income of £250 per 
annum. Both men were taxed equally, 
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although one was almost incomparably 
richer than the other. Parliament had 
endeavoured toremedy that by the 
rough-and-tumble method of death 
duties, which fell entirely on the owners. 
In that way, they 
had to a certain extent balanced the 
income tax, and the owner paid about 
double the tax on his income that the 
earner paid when the income tax was at 


8d. in the £ He thought that even 


then the owner was let off very lightly. 
But if it was proposed to increase the 
burthen of the income tax and to add 
to the existing income tax a second in- 
come tax graduated according to the 
amount of the income, justice would 
not be done unless there was an in- 
quiry made as to the nature of that 
income. An income might be partly 
earned and partly derived from realised 
property, but any attempt to divide 
income into those two classes would 
utterly fail. He could imagine a business 
income which was little more than 4 per 
cent. or 5 per cent. on the money in- 
vested, and which in part might be 
derived from realised property ; and he 
could imagine a business income which 
depended entirely on the skill of the 
person who carried on the business ; and 
between those two extreme classes there 
would be found such a graduation that 
it would be impossible to decide in what 
proportion the two elements of incomes 
earned and incomes derived from realised 
property existed. He was, therefore, 
satisfied that any attempt to put a heavier 
burthen on a man in proportion to his 
income would cause a quite intolerable 
injustice. One man might have an 
income of £1,000 from Consols, another 
man might have, an income of £1,000 
derived from his earnings ; but although 
the latter would be capable of bearing 
taxation, he would be crushed if he were to 
be taxed to the same extent as the former. 


Income tax had worked well because 
it was balanced by the death duties, 
and because a man’s wealth was estim- 
ated partly by what he could earn and 
partly by what he owned; and if the 
income tax was not pushed too far that 
would be a good, reasonable, and practical 
approximation to justice. But it should 
not be imagined for a moment that it 
would be just if it were not balanced to 
a certain extent by the death duties. 
He should like to see an inquiry as to 
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whether income tax could be graduated | 


and yet justice done ; but he was certain 
that a heavier income tax would mean a 
heavier tax on the earners. He should 
also wish to see an inquiry as to whether 
the death duties should not be dependent 
on the scale of the income tax. If the 
income tax were doubled, it was borne 
equally by those who earned aud those 
who owned—a most unfair division of an 
extra burthen such as the war expendi- 
ture, The only way in which that could 
be remedied was to get a tax on capital, 
and the only tax on capital they had was 
the system of death duties. He should 
like to see the scale of the death duties 
doubled when the income tax was 
doubled, and when the income tax was 
lowered he should also like to see the 
death duties lowered. They should 
satisfy themselves as to the fair pro- 
portion of both taxes to be borne by 
owners and earners ; and then the two 
taxes should go up and down together. 
It might also be useful to enquire whether 
the capital tax which was the justificatign 
for the income tax should not vary in 
proportion to the amount of income. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he did not know what the terms of refer- 
ence to the Committee which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was about to 
appoint were to be. The Committee 
were given very little information about 
the range of the inquiry in the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman. He would 
make an appeal to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the interests of a large and 
increasing number of poor persons who 
had incomes varving from 50s. to £100 
per year derived from investments in 
limited liability companies and cor- 
poration stock. An income tax of 
lld. in the £ was deducted from 
those incomes, and seldom, if ever, did 
those persons get a rebate. In the first 
place, many of them did not know that 
they were entitled to a rebate ; and, in 
the second place, even if they did know, 
they were not aware as to the means to 
be taken to secure it. What he wished 
was that part of the reference to the 
Committee should be to devise some 
simple, certain, ready means of re ‘overing 


money paid as income tax by persons | 


entitled to it. He did not know 
whether the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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himself. The right hon. Gentleman 
smiled; and he, therefore, gathered 
that he never had occasion to apply, as 
his income was always sufticiently above 
the water-mark to afford him no hope 
of recovering money paid as income 
tax. He wished the Treasury officials 
would inform the right hon. Gentleman 
as to the enormous difficulties which 
attach to any attempt to recover money 
from the Treasury. Small tradesmen 
with an income of about £200 a year, 
part of which was derived from invest- 
ments, very rarely indeed secured the 
rebates to which they were entitled. 
That was a real, genuine, substantial 
grievance. In his own personal experi- 
ence he knew many cases where income 
tax was paid, although the persons 
paying it were not liable. The process 
of recovery was so difficult that it was 
easier to pay it than employ a lawyer 
to make out a claim. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, as well as his prede- 
cessor, spoke in a condemnatory way of 
the inquisitorial nature of levying the 
income tax. He did not see where that 
arose. If a man were an honest man, he 
made a statement of income more or less 
‘correct, more generally under the mark 
than above it. He sat for many years in 
a court of appeal to hear appeals against 
income tax; and he knew of his own 
knowledge that many people paid 
income tax who were not liable at law 
to pay it. What he wished was that 
some protection should be given to this 
class of income tax payer, from the 
cruel injustice from which they now 
suffered. If the right hon. Gentleman 
saw that this grievance was rectified, 
he would be conferring an act of 
justice on hundreds of thousands of 
people. 

He was bound to say he was not 
quite able to follow the remarks of 
his hon. friend the Member for 
Launceston. He usually understood 
what his hon. friend said; but he was 
unable to follow him in his argument 
condemnatory of the principle of this 
Amendment. He believed that the 
great majority of the people of this 
country regarded the present system as 
unjust. His hon. friend referred to the 
death duties ; but it was not the man 
who owned the property who paid the 


ever had occasion to apply for a rebate | death duties, but the fortunate person 
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who succeeded to it. If he had an 
experience of that kind, he certainly 
would not grumble at the payment of 
the death duties. He believed that the 
country was tired of the present system ; 
and with all due respect to the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, for whom 
he always had a great regard, he hoped 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would mark a new era in his Chaneellor- 
ship by making this inquiry as wide as 
possible. If the Treasury came out 
victors in argument from the inquiry, so 
much the better for their own reputation, 
but he hoped the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer would provide ample opportunity for 
arguing the question at a public inquiry. 
In any case, he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would see that poor people 
were no longer robbed in the manner 
he described. Although he had had 
some little experience of public affairs, 
he found it was no easy matter to satisfy 
Somerset House that he was entitled to 
money which had been illegally deducted 
from his income. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington,N.) 
said he agreed that great trouble was ex- 
perienced in securing rebates of income 
tax. There seemed to be a system at 
Somerset House of obstruction and 
delay designed to prevent people from 
getting the return of money to which 
they were entitled. That seemed very 
unreasonable; and there ought to be 
some simple process by which people 
would be able to show that they were 
entitled to a rebate, and when that was 
shown payment should be made without 
further trouble. At present there seemed 
to be an idea that getting money from 
Somerset House was like getting butter 
out of a dog’s mouth, He would ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to take 
some steps to secure that those cases 
should be more readily attended to with- 
out all the annoyance and _ irritation 
which now existed. With regard to the 
inquiry, he had advocated an inquiry 
for fifteen years. He did not think that 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
quite liked the idea ; and he himself had 
no doubt that it would lead to some 
loss of revenue; but there were at 


present many cases in which hardship | 
existed, and they should be inquired | 


into. To tax the two classes of income 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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equally was neither logical nor fair ; 
but he ageeed with the hon. Gentleman 
that the death duties very largely put 
that right. The imposition of the 
death duties !generation after generation 
led to a large proportion of the value 
of property being transferred to the 
Exchequer. He thought that system 
was fairly just ; but there were certain 
anomalies which he hoped would be 
considered by the Committee. Another 
matter which should also be considered 
was the mode of assessing, and the 
question of appeal. He thought the 
present system of appeal was most 
unfair, and that it led to great hardship. 
A system under which a man was not 
allowed to be represented, although his 
opponent was represented, wanted 
inquiring into. The income tax was 
a permanent tax; and unfortunately 
it did not look as if it could be reduced 
for many years. Therefore some system 
should be devised whereby it could be 
collected as fairly as possible. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS askedthe Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he was right in 
supposing that the inquiry would include 
the system of granting and obtaining 
abatements; whether it would also 
include the desirability of extending 
the system to higher incomes, and, 
if so, how that could be done; also 
whether the inquiry would extend to 
the comparative incidence of the estate 
duty and the income tax respectively ; 
and the practicability of adopting a 
system of graduated income tax. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the form of refer- 
ence had not yet been settled. It was 
proposed to inquire into the question of 
evasion, collection, abatements, and many 
other points in connection with the 
income tax. The Committee would agree, 
he thought, that it was very desirable 
that the inquiry should not range 
over so varied a field as to prolong 
the proceedings. They wanted to 
have an inquiry which would lead to 
some reform of these pressing matters 
in a short space of time. He could not 
undertake to say that the inquiry would 
include the question of graduation. He 
had been inquiring into that matter 
himself, and he was persuaded that the 
difficulties were immense, and he did not 
really see his way out of the difficulties 
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which presented themselves to him. 
But the reference had not been finally 
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| no prolonged discussion when they were 
| . 

| dealt with. 


decided yet, and until it had been | 


decided he was not prepared to say 


exactly what the scope would be. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS asked whether the 


right hon. Gentleman would go so far as 


| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: What about 


‘the death duties ? 


| *Mr. RITCHIE said he did not think 
| they could extend the inquiry. 


P ie 4 | 
to inquire into the system of graduation 


which was at present in vogue in at | 


least one British colony, as well as else- 
where, 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he could not add | 


anything to what he had said. Of 
course he would consider all the pro- 
posals that had been made that night 
before the reference was finally settled. 
With regard to the question of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite, he presumed the 
Committee would naturally inquire into 
that particular point when they inquired 
into the whole question of the equity of 
abatements. He agreed that they ought 
to see whether they could not make it 
more easy to obtain the return of money 
that had been paid. With regard to 
what his hon. friend the Member for 
North Islington had said, he 
convinced that there was a good deal to 


was 


be said in favour of some alteration in 
the present mode of appeal, so that the 
appellant might have power to appoint 
some one to put his case before the 
Commissioners, either counsel or a 
solicitor. He was quite sure something 


of that. kind ought to be done, and he 


hoped he might be able to do it without | 


inquiry at all. There were several smal] 


matters in connection with taxation | 


with which he hoped to deal in what 
he might call an Omnibus Bill, and, as 


character, he imagined there would be 


Str M. HICKS BEACH hoped the 
| hon. Member would not put the Com- 
| mittee to the trouble of a division. He 
was anxious, as he had said, that the 
inquiry of thisCommittee should extend 
not only to the question of abatements, 
but also to the practicability of gradua- 
tion. He had endeavoured to impress 
his views on his right hon. friend, and, 
though he did not himself believe it was 
practicable, he felt quite sure that, if it 
was impracticable, it would be a good 
thing for everybody if it could be shown 
If the hon. Member took a 
division on his Motion now, on the 
ground that he was dissatisfied with his 


to be so. 


right hon. friend’s answer, he thought 
he would injure the cause he had at 
heart. He quite understood the position 
of his right hon. friend, who was not 
yet authorised to state precisely what 
the inquiry would be, and he was sure 
his right hon. friend would bear in 
mind what had been said in the course 


of the debate. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS said, in view of the 
fact that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had by no means given anything in the 
nature of an absolute negative to his 
question, and in view of the remarks 
just made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol, he would 


they were none of them of a contentious | ask leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 








179 Finance {COMMONS} Bill. 180 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) com- | earlier in Scotland, unless it was that 
plained of a lack of uniformity asthe collectors were more prompt. 
between England and Scotland in rad 
While 93 per| , sihicks 

Mr. McC ] 
cent. was collected in Scotland at 28th | + ee eee eee 


serious matter, and was exciting much 
February only 53 per cent. was col- | ad 


. : | dissatisfaction in Scotland. 
lected in England, representing a loss to | 


the revenue of £30,000 a year in| 

interest. He thought they were entitled; * Mr. RITCHIE pointed out that to 
to an assurance from the Chancellor of | bring England up to the level of Scot- 
the Exchequer that, until the collection of | land would not benefit Scotland. He 
income tax in England was brought | thought it would not be desirable to 
up to a higher standard, they in Scot- |push the matter or to adopt more 
land should have extended to them the | Stringent measures ; the tax was a very 


collection of income tax. 


same time for payment as was given in heavy one, and he was unwilling to give 
England. He asked that until a re- another turn to the screw. 
arrangement had been made the two} 


countries should be put in a position of | Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
perfect equality. He had made repre- | 


| brightshire) stated that the feeling ex- 
sentations to the 


the | pressed by the hon. Member was common 
Exchequer, and although he had been | to all Scotland on both sides of politics, 


told there was no difference in actual 


Chancellor of 


_and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 


law, the collection was a month or | would give the matter his attention. 
six weeks earlier in Scotland than in| 


England. | 


Clause 5 agreed to. 


* Mr. RITCHIE said that as far as he | 
was aware there was no inequality. In) 
Scotland, however, they were rather | 
more eager to pay quickly than in Eng- Sir 
land, as he should 


Clause 6 :— 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


expect from his asked whether the Chancellor of the 
fellow-countrymen, who always liked to. Exchequer would consent to report Pro- 


discharge their debts as quickly as they | gress at this point. 


| Paper a proposed new clause relating to 


There was on the 
could. 


'the coal duty, and that would involve 
*Mr. McCRAE said it was not a ques- | a good deal of discussion. But before 





tion of eagerness, but of compulsion. 


* Mr. RITCHIE said that as faras the 
law was concerned there was no dif- 
ference between the two countries. He 
had made inquiry, and could find no 
reason why the collection should be 





that was reached he desired to raise a 


point with reference to the Sinking Fund, 
in connection with which he believed 
some of his hon. friends had points they 
He thought, 
therefore, this would be a convenient 


wished to bring forward. 


stage to report Progress. 
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* Mr. RITCHIE said that while he did | vision for the Sinking Fund as it stood, 
not intend to take the coal tax to-night,| but looked to the Transvaal loan of 
he thought the Committee ought to | £30,000,000 to furnish in two or three 
finish the clauses in the Bill and then | years an adequate sum to make it good. 
start the new subject of the coal duty to- | But was it a certain asset on which the 
morrow. The question of Sinking Fund | right hon. Gentleman was calculating 


was no doubt very important, but it was | What security was there that the Trans- 


not a matter that lent itself to prolonged | vaal loan, and especially the second and 


discussion. | third instalments, would be paid? Was 


|the right hon. Gentleman justified in 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | relying upon the certainty of the receipt 
said in that case he would proceed with | of that large sum of money! He noticed 
the observations he desired to make. in the report published by a Johannes- 
The point he desired to raise did not _ burg newspaper of the mecting at which 


cover much ground, but the Committee the arrangement with regard to the loan 


would see that it was a vital matter in| W@S arrived at, that Sir Percy Fits 


reference to the efficiency of the Sinking | Patrick used the following words— 


Fund. There werea great manyofthem| ‘‘ Never in the history of the world has a 

1 | young and struggling State taken on the 
who made cael that the Chancellor of the | burden of £30,000,000 of unproductive debt. 
Exchequer's provision of £27,000,000 | None of us here to-day know enough to ex- 


for the fixed debt charge was short by | press a confident opinion ; we are a great deal 
in the dark. I believe in the future of this 


about £500,000 of what was necessary | country, and I believe that, given reasonable 


to bring it up to the old level. Besides | time, we shall be able to bear the burden of 
that, there was no provision for the | this debt; but you must realise that it is an 
: > | experiment, a great experiment. If we face 
reduction of the new debt, the South | this, and if we brush on oue side those stipula- 
African war debt. That left the fund, | tions which would safeguard us in making 
i - : | this experiment, if we abandon them and leave 
- 5. inadequately provided for. | it cine to the wisdom of the mother country 
The right hon. Gentleman himself had | and to her—well not magnaminity, that is not 
stated — | the word, let us say to her wisdom in the 
| highest sense of the word to deal gently with 
“In January next we are to receive us, should it prove that our condition and our 
£10,000,000 more oat of the loan which has | needs in the future require it, we may be 
been underwritten by the Transvaal mine- | neglecting business precautions, wemay be even 
owners, so that within twelve months we shall | committing an act of what is called folly or 
receive £14,000,000, and the interest on that indiscretion, but we are doing it because it is 
£14,000,000 will be £400,000, which will be | our duty and would do no less. We have 
added to the Sinking Fund of the fixed debt | confidence in the good sense and the goodwill 
charge, so that the amount of the fixed debt | Of the British people, who having it in their 
charge available for the extinction of the debt | Power, if needs be, at a future date to lighten 
will be increased by nearly £500,000. . . . In the burden, will most certainly not impose 
another year we shall yet another £10,900,000, | Upon us that which we cannot bear. They 
and the year after that we shall get a further | have in reserve the two unguaranteed instal- 
£10,000,000, so that we are going to put on the | ments amounting to £20,000,000. My convic- 
Sinking Fund £1,000,000 odd in three years. | tion is that if we cannot bear it when due 
That will go on being added to the Sinking | they will defer it until we can.” 
Fund, so that by the time this £30,000,000 
Transvaal Loan is paid we shall have a That was a perfectly natural position 
Sinking Fund of close on £9,000,000 sterling.” for Sir Percy FitzPatrick and _ his 


In short, the right hon. Gentleman | friends to take up, but it was wholly 
admitted the insufficiency of the pro-| subversive of the theory that this loan 
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was a fixed and certain income to make 
up for any insufficiency there might be 
in the provision for the Sinking Fund? 
He did not know, nor was this the 
occasion on which to inquire, how, when, 
or by what authority, this loan was to 
be granted, guaranteed, and secured, 
but in order to gain information on the 
specific point to which he had referred 
he moved to leave out Sub-section 1 of 
the clause. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*In page 3, line 27, to leave out Sub-section 
(1).” (Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman.) 


(Question proposed, “That Sub-section 
{1) stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it was hardly 
accurate to represent that no provision 
had been made in the £27,000,000 for 
a Sinking Fund for the war debt. There 
was an immediate addition of £750,000. 
It was quite true that in arguing that 
£27,000,000 was sufficient he confidently 
expected that in the next three or four 
years there would be a repayment of 
£30,000,000 from the Transvaal. The 
right hon. Gentleman asked what was 
their security. His right hon. friend 
the Secretary for the Colonies, in his 
statement on the subject of the finances 
of the Transvaal, fully explained to the 
that The 


was at present a Crown 


House how matter stood. 
Transvaal 
colony, and it was not necessary 
that we should take from them, in the 
ordinary sense of the term, security for 
the payment of debt which they were 


willing to incur. It was not necessary, 


because the matter was practically in‘ 


our own hands. But, of course, they 
would not be justified in making the 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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| assumption that the Transvaal could 
| pay that money unless they had had 
some assurance from those who were 
interested which led them to believe 
that they would receive the money. 
The Colonial Secretary had informed the 
House that the contribution was assented 
toby an assembly representing the various 
interests of the colonies for the purpose 
of considering the contribution of the 
colonies towards the expenses of the 
war. At the first meeting some of the 
representatives of labour dissented, but 
subsequently, on the proposal being 
explained exactly, the dissentients with- 
drew their objection. Another meeting 
representing all interests, including 
those of labour, came unanimously to 
the resolution that they would be 
prepared to find the £30,000,000, and 
the mine owners guaranteed at least 
the first £10,000,000. Therefore, so 
far as the first £10,000,000 were con- 
cerned, we were guite safe. If, there 
fore, we only received that £10,000,000, 
and also theamount of money which we 
should receive back in repayment of the 
which un- 


in the 


loan from the Transvaal, 


doubtedly we 


course of the present year, we had at once 


should receive 
an appreciable sum which would repre- 
sent an addition to the Sinking Fund of 
£400,000 or £500,000. 
were confident that they would also get 
the remaining £20,000,000, and they 
were supported in that belief by Lord 


The Government 


Milner’s review of the prospects of the 
finances of the Transvaal during the next 
Lord Milner had arrived 


at the conclusion that that money would 


three years. 


be forthcoming, and the progress which 
had been made since he made that fore- 


cast justified the view which he had 
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taken. Therefore, although the Govern- 
ment had no actual guarantee so far as 
the whole £30,000,000 were concerned, 
all the interests in the colonies had 
agreed to the proposals of his right hon. 
friend for the payment of that sum. 
Having regard to the fact that at the 
end of four years, if they obtained that 
£30,000,000, they would have a fixed 
charge containing some 
£9,000,000 towards the Sinking 
Fund, or 1°25 per cent. of the out- 
standing debt, which was a larger per- 
centage than ever existed before, they 
would not have been justified in in- 
creasing the burden of the people of this 
country in the shape of taxation. 


within it 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH said it was not 
easy to discuss the matter at that time of 
night, but he had no wish to delay the 


progress of the Bill. He certainly should 


be sorry to blame His Majesty's Govern- | 


ment or the Secretary for the Colonies 
for having settled with the Transvaal for 
the contribution of £30,000,000 towards 
the expenses of the war. He thought it 
was a good settlement, and it was as 
much as he ever expected to get. He 
thought, however, it would be a bird in 
the hand, and from the Budget speech 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
the speech of the Colonial Secretary it 
was so considered in their calculations. 
But he was sorry to hear from the 
speech of his right hon. friend that he 
was alittle doubtful about £20,000,000 of 
the sum of £30,000,000. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have nodoubt at all. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he wished 
he was as certain as his right hon. 
friend. It was a rather delicate matter 
to discuss in the House, and they cer- 
tainly ought not to throw any doubt on 
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the probability of 
sum. But 


recovering that. 
what was the position? 
The revenues of the Transvaal depended 
largely on the railway receipts, that was 
admitted, and the railway receipts had 
been very large during recent months, 
and were estimated by Lord Milner at a 
very considerably increased sum for the 
With his knowledge of 
Lord Milner’s financial powers he would 
not wish to throw the slightest doubt 
on the estimate, but it must be remem- 
bered that this was the time when rail- 
way receipts in the Transvaal must 
necessarily be very large, for everything 
was coming in for restoration work in 
the territory. But taking Lord Milner’s 
calculations and assuming them to be 
perfectly justified, there would be, as he 
understood from Papers laid on the Table, 
a deficit of some £200,000 or something 
of the kind in the third year, assuming 
that the second and third ten millions of 
the thirty were to be raised, and this was 
to be made good by increased revenue. 
The calculations might be right, but 
there were other factors in the situation. 
We expected to receive £10,000,000 next 
January, and that might be taken as 
certain, and then again £10,000,000 in 
January, 1905, and £10,000,000 again 
in January, 1906. Well, 1905 was some 
way off, and January, 1906, a long way 


ensuing year. 


off, and the Transvaa! was a country 
that above all others would pay for 
development, and there would neces- 
sarily be a conflict to some extent 
between the funds required from the 
revenue for providing the second and 
third £10,000,000 and the sum required 
for further development required in the 
Transvaal. He suggested that his right 
hon. friend would make the second and 


third millions far more secure if His 
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Majesty's Government would insist on 
a provision in the ordinance that certain 


receipts should be ear-marked to provide 
in 


the interest for the £30,000,090 ; 

other words, that the receipts not 
from taxation, but from mines or 
property of that kind, should be 


ear- marked to provide the interest 
on the £30,000,000. Last year it 
occurred to the Government that it 
would be better that there should 
be no fixed sum named as the 
vaal’s contribution to the war expendi- 
ture, but that certain revenue of the 
Transvaal should be set aside practically 
indefinitely in order to provide that 


zontribution. 


was impracticable—and he thought he 


was absolutely right—be-ause it placed | 


a burden of an indefinite amount on 
the Transvaal for an indefinite time, 
and that might check development | 
altogether. What he suggested was a| 
different maiter—namely, 
ordinance certain revenues should be 
ear-marked for providing the interest on 
the £30,000,000 and no more. 
ventured to hope that his right hon. | 
friend and the Government would give | 
the matter their attention, because he | 
thought at present there 
slight danger of losing the later con- 
tribution towards the 
which the Transvaal had agreed to as | 
a fair contribution from that colony | 
towards the war expenditure. 


was some 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 


that very important considerations were 


raised by the facts which had been placed | 


by the Leader of 
the right hon. 


before the Committee 
the Opposition and 


Gentleman the Member for West Bristol, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. : 


{COMMONS} 


Trans- | 


His right hon. friend the | 
Colonial Secretary went out to South | 
Africa with that idea, but he found it | 


that in the | 


He | 


£30,000,000 | 
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'and it would greatly conduce to the 
| proper discussion of the matter if the 
Government would now consent to 
report Progress. 


*Mr. RITCHIE admitted that the 
matter was important, but it had been 
debated on more than one occasion, 
‘and the facts and arguments were 
really confined within very narrow 
limits. He hoped, therefore, the Com- 
mittee would dispose of the matter to- 


night. 


Mr. BUCHANAN contended that the 
facts showed clearly the absence of 
certainty with regard to this one and 
| only source of any repayment of the war 
debt. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he had 

deavoured to point out that so far as 
the contribution towards the war ex- 
| penses was concerned they had the first 
| £10,000,000 assured while the other two 
/sums of £10,000,000 each would bring 
| the amount of the Sinking Fund up to a 
figure it had never before reached. 


en- 


| Mr. BUCHANAN pointed out that 
the right hon. Gentleman was mixing 
| up two subjects—the sufficiency of the 
sum quoted for} the Sinking Fund, and 
the adequacy of the means being taken 
_ for the early extinction of the war debt. 
'The late Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
in bringing forward his various Bills for 
| Taising money, always made a strong 
point of the fact that the borrowing fer 
the purposes of the war should be 
‘temporary, not permanent, and that the 
‘first obligation on the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer at the conclusion of the war 
would be to take effective steps for the 
early extinction of the war debt. The 
only two conditions which the right hon. 
Gentleman imposed upon himself or his 
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successor were thatthe war should be over, 
and that he should be able to state the 
amount of the contribution to be obtained 
from the Transvaal. The present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had stated the 
amount of the Transvaal’s contribution, 
but the Committee had seen the compara- 
tively slight security for the second and 
third instalments. Even though the 
whole £30,000,000 were paid, it was a 
comparatively small fraction of the total 
war debt, which amounted to £67,000,000 
unfunded debt, and £90,000,000 funded 
debt, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would be 


They had expected that the 


able to make some clear and definite state- 
ment of the intentions of the Government 
in the immediate future in regard to the 
debt, but the right hon. Gentleman had 
disappointed them: he had made no 
attempt to deal with the question upon 
which his predecessor had laid so much 
stress—viz., the necessity at the earliest 
possible date of some diminution in 
the amount of the unfunded debt 
£10,000,000 of Exchequer bonds would 
mature in about six weeks, and it was 
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time the right hon. Gentleman gave some 
assurance as to what he intended to do 
with regard to them. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that he thought it 
was not desirable to make any definite 
statement as to the way in which the 
| £10,000,000 of Exchequer bonds, or 
| indeed the unfunded debt generally, was 
to be dealt with. But he did not regard 
the amount of that debt with satisfaction, 








| and he intended to make inroads upon it 
/as quickly as the resources at his com- 
With regard to 
| the war debt generally, he anticipated it 


/mand would permit. 


| would be extinguished by March, 1915, 
| the whole debt would then be reduced to 
a figure below that at which it stood in 
| March, 1899. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


uestion put, “That Clause 6 stand 
| I 


| part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154 ; 
Noes, 36. (Division List, No. 127.) 


AYES. 





{ Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. | Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | Gure,HnG. RK. C.Ormsby-(Salop 
| Compton, Lord Alwyne | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Condon, Thomas Joseph | Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. 
| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
| Cox, lrwin Edwd. Bainbridge | Gretton, John 

Cranborne, Viscount | Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Bain, Colon+] James Robert Crean, Eugene | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Balcarres, Lord | Crossley, Sir Savile Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midx 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. | Cullinan, J. | Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Dalke-th, Earl of | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) | Dalrymple, Sir Charles Hayden, John Patrick 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks | Deviin,Chas. Ramsay(Galway) | Heath, Arthur H. (Haniey) 
Bill, Charles | Dickson, Charles Scott | Heath, James (Staffords, N. VW" 
Bond, Edward | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Brassey, Albert | Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. G. Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 1. 
Butcher, John George | Doogan, P. C. | Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst # 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ | Douglas, Rt. Hon. 4. Akers | Hope, J. F. (Shef., B'tside) 
Carson, Rt. Hn Sir Edw. H. | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwm | Hoult, Joseph 

Cautley, Henry Strother | Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. | Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Cavendish. V C W (Derbysh.) | Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | Joyce, Michael 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Kennedy, Patrick James 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.JA( Wore | Flavin, Michael Joseph | Keswick, William 
Charrington, Spencer | Forster, Henry William | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasyow) 
Clancy, John Joseph | Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. | Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. | Fyler, John Arthur | Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alulhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| 
| 
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Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks,VR | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Percy, Earl 


Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Loyd, 


Archie Kirkman | 


Pretyman, Ernest George 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lundon, : 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute | 
Murray Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, S.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 


Allen,CharlesP’.((Gloue. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Brown, Geo. M. (Hdinburgh) 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 





Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That 


the Chairman do report Progress ; and 


| Purvis, Robert 

| Rankin, Sir James 

| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Redmond, Jn. E. (Waterford) 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Ridley, Hu. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


| Robertson, H. pee 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B. [sleof Wight 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Z.) 
Smith,JamesParker( Lanarks) 


Spear, John Ward 


NOES. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, # 
Jones, Wm, (Carnarvonshire) 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Corniwal/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

M‘Arthur, William (Corniwal/) 
M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Norman, Henry 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
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of the House. 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord Gees, 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (Last T'oxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B, Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair, John (Yorfarshire) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W.( York, W. 2.) 
Toulmin, George 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. 
Buchanan. 


ANCIENT LIGHTS BILL. 
“To amend the Law relating to Ease- 


ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. Joseph | ments of Light,” presented accordingly, 


Walton.) 


Put and agreed to. 


Committee report 
again this day. 
NEW BILL. 


ANCIENT LIGHTS. 


Progress ; to 


|and read the first time; to be read a 


| second time upon Thursday, and to be 
| printed. [Bill 254.} 


sit 


adjourn. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
On the Motion that the House do now 


Str ALEXANDER ACLAND HOOD 


(Somersetshire, Wellington) said that after 
| the conclusion of the Committee stage of 
| the Finance Bill that day the Employment 


Bill : w99 the law relating to Ease- ‘of Children Bill, as amended, would be 
ments of Light, ordered to be brought in | considered as the first order. 


by Mr. Fletcher Moulton, Mr. Haldane, | 
Mr. Robson, Mr. H. D. Greene, and Mr. | 


Herbert Robertson. 


Adjourned at a quarter before 


One o'clock. 
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Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 23rd June, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate ‘rom the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have been complied 
with: Baker Street and Waterloo Rail- 
way (Transfer). 


Also the Certificates that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills: Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional 
Order; Hamilton Burgh Provisional 
Order. 


And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the tollow- 
ing Bills have been complied with: 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order ; 
Military Lands Provisional Orders. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect of 
the following Bills ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bills allowed to proceed : 
Metropolitan District Railway (Various 
Powers) ; Wigan Corporation Tramways ; 
Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Rail- 
way; Romford and District Tramways ; 
Beckenham Urban District Council. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the petition for 
additional provision in the South- 
Western and Isle of Wight Junction 
Railway Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed 


with, and leave given to the Committee | 


on the Bill to insert the additional pro- 
vision. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the London, 
Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill 
ought not to be dispensed with, but 
that the Bill may be allowed to proceed, 
subject to Clauses 8, 10, and 11 being 
struck out of the Bill. 
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That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Bill allowed to proceed, on a proviso 
being inserted in the Bill for the protec- 
tion of the debenture and preference 
shareholders, and subject to the Bill 
being submitted to the meeting of the 
proprietors of the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Railway Company now sum- 
moned to meet. 


That the Standing Orders not com 
plied with in respect of the Stroud and 
District Tramways Bill ought to be 
dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to 
proceed, subject to the names of James 
Grainger Bellamy and Alexander Siemens 
being struck out of the Bill. 


Read and agreed to. 


Gorleston and Southtown Gas Bill. 
Reported without Amendment. 


Kip’s Patents Bill[H.L.], Bangor Cor- 
poratior. Bill [H.L.], Fishguard and Ross- 
lare Railways and Harbours Bill. Re- 
ported with Amendments. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1.) Bill [u.L.]. Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [u.L.]. Reported from the Select 
Committee without Amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 


Metropolitan District Railway (Various 
Powers) Bill ; Beckenham Urban District 
Council Bill ; Stroud and District Tram- 
ways Bill; Romford and District Tram- 
ways Bill; Grindleford, Baslow, and 
Bakewell Railway Bill; London, Tilbury, 
and Southend Railway Bill; Wigan Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill. Moved, That 
the order made on the 16th day of 
last, “That no Private Bill 


G 
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brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 
18th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 
2a; agreed to ; Bills read 2* accordingly. 


Great Eastern Railway Bill. Read 3*, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
(H.L.]; Metropolitan District Railway 
(Various Powers) Bill ; Beckenham Urban 
District Council Bill ; Stroud and District 
Tramways Bill; Romford and District 
Tramways Bill; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Bil!. Committed : The 
Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill ; 
Grindleford Baslow, and Bakewell Rail- 
way Bill. Committed. 


Bradford Corporation Bill [n.1.]. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Order (No. 18) Bill. Brought 
from the Commons. 


South Shields Corporation Bill; 
Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill. Brought from 
the Commons, read 1*; and referred to 


the Examiners. 


Harrow and Stanmore Gas Bill [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 

Wirral Railway Bill [w#.L.]. Returned 
from the Commons amended. 


Public Accounts—Message from the 
Commons for leave for the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to attend to be examined as 
a witness before the Select Committee of 
that House. Leave given accordingly, 
and a Message ordered to be sent to the 
Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.]. 
(No. 127.) A Bill to confirm a Pro- 
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visional Order under the Private Legis- 
lation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Glasgow Corporation (Police). 


Glasgow Corporation Tramways Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill [H.L. }. 
(No. 128.) A Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Glasgow Corporation Tramways. 


Were presented by the Lord Balfour, 
read 1* ; and to be printed. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies Bill ; 
Crystal Palace District Gas Bill ; Leigh 
Corporation Bill; Wellingborough and 
District Tramreads Bill; Midland and 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railways 
Bill; Watford and Edgware Railway 
Bill; Middlesbrough Corporation Bill ; 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway 
Bill ; Seaforth and Sefton Junction Rail- 
way Bill; London County Council 
(Tramways and Improvements) Bill. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills ; 
(viz.), E. Mayo, L. Braye, L. Strathspey 
(E. Seafield), L. Herries (chairman), L. 
St. Oswald; agreed to; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly. The Com- 
mittee to meet on Tuesday next at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all Petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 
14) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 16) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. 
Committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 
11) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Gas) Bill; Naval Works Pro- 
visional Order Bill. Read 3* (according 
to Order), and passed. 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. | Hednesford ; Cardiff (5); Carisbrooke ; 


2) Bill |a.1.}. 


Amendments reported | Carlisle (4) ; Carlton; Carmarthen ; Cars- 


(according to order), and Bill to be | halton; Castleford; Castleton ; Catforth ; 


read 3* on Thursday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill (No. 130); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill 
No. 131). Read 1l«; to be printed; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


PETITIONS. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [H.L.}. 


| ham ; 


Chislehurst ; Chorley (3); 








Chatham ; Chelmsford ; Chepstow : 
Chester (2); Chesterfield; Chester-le- 
Street ; Chichester ; Chigwell ; Chippen- 
Chipping; Chipping Sodbury ; 
Cirencester ; 


| Claughton-on-Brock; Clayton Green ; 
| Cleator; Clevedon; Clifford; Clifton ; 


| Cockermouth ; Coedangred ; Colchester ; 


Coleshill ; Colne ; Colwich ; Congleton ; 


Corby ; Cornforth and District ; Cottam ; 


Coughton; Courtfield; Coventry (2); 
Crawley; Crayford; Crewe; Croft; 
Crook; Croydon;  Dalton-in-Furness ; 


Darlington; Dartford; Deal (2); Denaby 


Petitions in favour of: of Abbot’s| Main; Denbigh; Derby (2); Derwent 


Salford, Evesham; Aberavon; Aber- | 
Abingdon ; | ‘ ; 

Aleester ;| Dover; Downall Green; Downsine (2) ; 
Allerton Park and District ; Alnwick ;7| Dudley ; Dukintield ; 


tillery; 
Acton 


Aberystwyth ; 
Burnell; Aiskew ; 


Alston and District; Alton ; 
cham; Amberley; Amble (Northumber- 
land): Ambleside; Anderton; Ang- 
mering and Cross Bush; Annitsford ; 
Ascot; Ashbourne; Ashford (Kent) ; 
Ashford (Middlesex): Ashington ; 
Ashton-under-Lyne ; Atherton; Avon 
Dasset ; Backworth; Bacup; Bake 


Barking (2); 
Castle; Barnet ; 


Barmouth ; 
Barrasford ;_ Bartes- 
Barton-on-Irwell ; 
(2); Battle; Beckenham ; 
Beeston ; Begbroke; Bentham ; 
wick-on-T'weed (2); Bexhill - on - Sea; 
Biddlestone; Bilston; Birchley; Birk- 
dale (2); Birkenhead (4); Birming- 
ham (8); Birtley; Bishop Auckland ; 
Bishops Stortford: (2); Bishop Thornton 
and District; Blackbrook; Blackburn 


Basingstoke; Bath 


(2); Blackmore Park; Blackpool; 
Blaenau‘ Festiniog; = Blundellsands ; 
Blyth; Bognor; Bollington; Bolton 


(4); Bolton -le- Sands; 
Boscombe; Bournemouth;  Brad- 
ford (4); Braintree; Brentford (2); 
Brentwood (2); Brewood; Bridgend ; 
Bridgnorth ; Bridgwater ; Brierley Hill ; 
Brighouse ; Brighton (3); Brindle; Bristol 
(3); Broadway ; Bromley (Kent); Brooms; 
Brough Hall; Broughton; Broxwood ; 
Brynmawr; Buckland; Buckley; Burgess 
Hill; Burnham; Burscough and Lathom ; 
Burslem ; Burton-on-Trent ; Bury (2) ; 
Bury St. Edmunds; Buxton ; Byer Moor; 
Cambridge; Campden; Cannock and 


Bootle (2); 





| head ; 
2 me aa - ’ 

Bedfor >| wick; Goole; Gosforth ; Grange-over- 
Ber- | Sands ; Grangetown ; Grantham ; Gras 





and District ; 


Devizes ; 
Ditton Hall; 


Dewsbury : 
Doncaster ; 


Dorking ; 


Dunmow (2): 


b4 | wit: mi Sas ne: ‘ae 1 wincteas . 
Altrin- | Durham : Eastbourne ; East Grinstead ; 
| East Harptree; East 


Hendred ; East- 
eigh; Eastwood ; Eccles; Egton Bridge ; 


| Ellingham; Elthami; Enfield (2); Epsom; 
| Erdington ; Errwood and Whaleybridge ; 


Esh; Esh Laude; Euxton; Evesham ; 
Exton and Oakham; Fairfield ; Fairford : 


| Fareham; Farnborough ; Farnham ; Farn- 
~| worth ; Faversham; Felton; Fernyhalgh : 
well and Hassop; Banbury; Bangor; | eee a 


Barnard | shea 
yc | cote; Frizington; Frome; Gainford ; Gains- 
tree and District ; Barton-on-Humber; | e 


Flint ; Florence (British subjects) ; Folke- 
Fordingbridge ; Formby; Fox- 
borough; Garstang; Garston; Gates- 
Gillmoss ; Glastonbury ; Good- 


sendale; Gravesend ; Grayshott; Great 
Crosby; Great Eccleston; Great Hay- 
wood ; Guildford and Godalming ; 
Hainton; Halifax (2); Haltwhistle ; 
Hampton Wick and Teddington (2); 
Hanley; Harrington; Harrogate ; 
Harrow-on-the-Hill (2) ; Hartlepool : 
Hastings and Rye (2); Haunton : 
Haverfordwest ; Haydon Bridge; Hay- 
ward’s Heath; Heaton Norris; Hems- 
worth ; Hereford ; Heron’s Ghyll ; 
Hethe; Hexham ; Hillingdon ; Hinckley 
(2); Hindley; Hoddeston; Holyhead 
and Beaumaris; Holywell (2); Hornby ; 
Haorsham ; Horwich; Houghton-le-Spring 
Hove ; Huddersfield ; Hulme; Husbands 
Bosworth; Huyton; Hythe; Ilford; 
I'kley ; Ingatestone ; Ipswich and Wood- 
bridge; Isleworth (4); Keighley; Kelve- 
don; Kemerton; Kenilworth ; Kendal ; 
Kew; Kidderminster ; Kidsgrove and 
G 2 
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Alsager; Kingston-on-Thames; Kings- 
wood ; Knaresborough; Knolton Hall; 
Overton; Knutsford; Lancaster (2) ; 
Latchford; Lea; Leamington; Leeds 
(5); Leek; Leicester (2). Leigh (2); 
Leominster; Leyland; Lichfield; Lin- 
coln; Liseard; Littleborough; Little- 
hampton ; Liverpool (15) ; London (101); 
Longhorsley ; Longridge ; Longton ; 
Loughborough (2); Louth ; Lowerhouse; 
Ludlow; Lutterworth; Lymington; Mag- 
hull; Maidstone ; Maldon ; Malmesbury; 
Malvern, Little ; Manchester (12) ; 
Mansfield; Mark Cross; Market Dray- 


ton; Market Harborough; Market 
Rasen; Maryport; Matlock Bridge ; 


Mawdesley and District ; Mawley ; May- 
field; Melton Mowbray; Middlesborough ; 
Midhurst ; Milford Haven; Millom: 
Minehead: Minsteracres; Minster-in 
Thanet ; Mold; Monmouth ; Morecambe ; 
Morley; Morpeth; Mountain Ash; 
Nantwich; Neath; Neston, Cheshire ; 
Netherton; Newark; New Brighton : 
New Brompton ; Newcastle on-Tyne (8) : 
New Ferry; Newhall (near Burton-on- 
Trent); Newhaven; Newhouse; New 
Mills; Newnham Paddox; Newport, 
Mon. ; Newport, Salop; Newport, Isle of 
Wight ; Newsham; Newton-le-Willows ; 
New Tunstall; Normanton; North- 
ampton; Northfleet; North Shields; 
Northwich; Norwich; Nottingham ; 
Nuneaton ; Oakamoor ; Oldcotes ; Olton ; 
Ongar; Ormskirk; Orpington; Orrell ; 
Oscott; Osgodby; Oswestry; Oxford (2) ; 
Pantasaph; Parkminster ; Pembroke 
Dock and New Milford; Penarth ; 
Penrith ; Peterborough ; Petworth (3) ; 
Piowden ; Pontefract ; Port Clarence-on- 
Tees ; Portsmouth ; Poulton-le-Fylde ; 
Preston (5); Prescot; Prestayn and 
Lianasa; Prudhoe-on Tyne; Radford ; 
Rainford ; Ramsey ; Ramsgate (3) ; Read 
ing; Redditch ; Redhill (2); Rhyl (2) ; 
Rhymney; Richmond, Surrey (2); 
Rixton ; Rochdale; Rock Ferry; Ross; 
Rudding Park; Rugeley (2); Runcorn ; 
Ryhope (2); Sacriston; St. Anne’s-on- 
the-Sea; St. Asaph (2) ; St. Helens (6) ; 
St. Helier (3); St. Lawrence-on-Sea ; St. 
Leonards-on-Nea (3); Sale; Salford ; 
Salisbury ; Scarborough; Scarisbrick ; 
Searthingwell and District ; Scorton ; 
Seacombe ; Seaford; Seaforth; Sedgley ; 
Selby ; Settle ; Sevenoaks ; Sheffield (4) ; 
Shifnal; Shoeburyness; Sbrewsbury ; 
Sideup; Sittingbourne ; Skelmersdale ; 
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ampton(2) ; Southend-on-Sea (3) ; South- 
port; Spalding; Spetchley; Spilsby ; 
Stafford (2); Stains; Stalybridge ; 
Stamford ; Stanbrook ; Standish ; 
Stanley and District ; Stock ; Stockton- 
on-Tees ; Stoke-on-Trent ; Stone ; 
Stonor ; Stonyhurst (2); Storrington ; 
Stourbridge ; Stratford - on - Avon 

Stroud; Studley; Sturry and District ; 
Sunbury-on-Thames; Sunderland (:3); 
Surbiton ; Sutton, Surrey ; Sutton Co!d- 


field; Sutton Park; Swansea (2); 
Swindon; Swynnerton; ‘Tadcaster ; 
Taunton (3); Tenby; Thornley; 


Thornton; Thurnham;  Tichborne ; 
Trimdon; Trowbridge; Tudhoe; Turton; 
Tynemouth ; Uckfield ; Ugthorpe ; Ulver- 
ston; Upton Hall; Upton-on-Severn ; 
Ushaw; Usk; Uttoxeter; Uxbridge ; 
Ventor (2): Wadhurst; Walmer (3) ; 
Walsall; Waltham Cross; Walton- 
le-Dale; Wardour and Tisbury; War- 
rington (3); Warwick ; Warwick Bridge; 
Waterloo; Waterlooville; Wealdstone ; 
Wellingborough ; Wellingore; Welling- 
ton; Wells; Wesham; Westby ; West 
Drayton; West Hartlepool (2); West- 
houghton ; West Kirby ; Weybridge (3) ; 
Whitchurch ; Whitewell and Dunsop 
Bridge ; Whittingham; Widnes (3); 
Wigan (2); Wigton ; Willington ; 
Willows ; Wilmslow; Wimbledon (2) ; 
Wincanton; Windermere; Windsor ; 
Withnell and District; Wolsingham ; 
Wolverhampton ; Wonersh ; ~Wood- 
chester; Woodford : Woodlane; Wooler; 
Woolhampton; Woolmer; Woolston ; 
Woolston, Hants; Worcester ; Working- 
ton; Worthing (3); Wrightington ; 
Yarmouth, Great; Yealand; Yeovil ; 
and York (2). Read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


DIVORCE BILL [#.1.}. 
Petitions in favour of: of persons 
signing; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION. 

Statement of schemes for the formation 
of Education Committees approved during 
the month of May, 1903, by the Board of 
Education under Section 17 of the Educa- 
tion Act of 1902 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Papers, Command Nos. 1564 and 
1613 of Session 1903), showing—name 
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of local authority ; number of the council ; 
number of members of the Education Com- 
mittee; number of members of the 
Education Committee who are necessarily 
members of the council; number of 
women who are necessarily on the Educa- 
tion Committee; forms of educational 
experience to be represented on the Com- 
mittee ; recommendations or nominations 
(if any). 


TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series— 
No. 3006. China (Wuchow). 
No. 3007. Paraguay (Paraguay). 
No. 3008. Spain (Malaga). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS, 
Additional rule for the disposal of 
certain documents. 


FINANCE ACCOUNTS. 
Finance accounts of the United King- 
dom, fer the year ended 31st March, 
1903. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
MIDDLESEX). 

Order made by the County Council of 
the county of Middlesex, altering certain 
polling districts in the Hornsey Parlia- 
mentary Division. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN 

AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION, 

Petition for abrogation of : of Roman 
Catholics in Preston, Lancashire ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


THE CONSTITUTION OF MALTA. 


THE MargQuess .or RIPON: My 
Lords, I beg to ask His Majesty’s 
Government a Question of which I have 
given private notice—whether it is true 
that letters patent have been issued 
making important modifications in the 
Constitution of Malta, and, if so, whether 
correspondence on that subject will be 
laid before Parliament without un- 
necessary delay. 


THE Lorp PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire) : 
The reply to the Question of the noble 
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Marquess is in the affirmative. The 
Papers on the subject will be laid on the 
Table of the House in a very few days. 


DIVORCE BILL [H.1,}. 
[Second ReEapina. | 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*EarL RUSSELL: My Lords, when I 
last had the honour of submitting to your 
Lordships’ House a_ Bill containing 
somewhat similar provisions to the Bill 
which is now before you, I commended it 
to your attention in a speech which | 
endeavoured to make _ reasonable, 
temperate, logical, and respectful to this 
House. Some comments which reached 
me after that occasion might have led me 
to suppose that I had succeeded in that 
endeavour were it not for the remark- 
able observations which fell on that 
occasion from the noble and learned Ear! 
on the Woolsack. The usual Motion 
that the Bill be read a second time that 
day six months appeared upon the Order 
Paper, fathered, as might have been 
expected, by the noble Lord who 
represents the High Church Party in the 
Protestant Church, and who endorses the 
sacramental view of marriage. But that 
noble Lord and his Amendment were 
contemptuously brushed aside by the 
Lord Chancellor, who, in a state of 
apparent fury, fell upon the remarks | 
had ventured to make to the House and 
declared more than once that both my 
Bill and the observations with which | 
had endeavoured to support it were an 
insult to your Lordships. He then 
proceeded, with the courage of a large 
majority behind him, to move that the 
Bill be rejected, a Motion which, so far 
as I am able to ascertain, has been 
unknown in the recent history of this 
House. But that is not perhaps to be 
wondered at from a member of a 
Government which has revived several 
archaic and rusty weapons of the Con- 
stitution. Everyone in this House 
must recognise the conspicuous talent 
and ability which has raised the noble 
and learned Earl to the high position he 
to-day occupies, but many, especially on 
this side of the House, also regret that 
he should not yet have acquired that 
courtesy in debate which we are wont 
to expect from other noble Lords more 
imbued with thetraditionsof this assembly. 








203 Divorce 


insult to the House to propose in a 
reasonable manner, and to support by 
arguments, a measure for the amend- 
ment of the law where such may seem 
desirable. But I must not for a moment 
appear to wish to alienate the sympathies 
of the noble and learned Earl on the 
Woolsack on this occasion, for | hope I 
may claim him with some confidence as a 
supporter. In that very small fraction of 
his observations which dealt with the 
merits of my proposals, the noble and 
learned Earl called attention to a clause 
in my Bill permitting a divorce after one 
year’s separation on the joint petition of 
the parties. That clause is not in the 
Bill now before your Lordships, and as 
it was the only one to which the noble 
and learned Earl specifically objected I 


hope that to-day I shall not be mistaken 


in looking for his support. 


If your Lordships will refer to the 
Bill you will see that by the first section 
it is proposed to extend the causes for 
which a marriage may be dissolved. 
The present ground of adultery remains, 
with the extension of that remedy to a 
wife who has been wronged as well as to 
a husband who has been wronged. In 
addition to that it is provided that 
cruelty, which is now a ground for 
separation, shall be a ground for a 
aivorce « vineulo. The third, and to 
my mind the most important provision of 
all, is that either party to a marriage may 
present 2 petition for dissolution of the 
marriage on the ground that during the 
three years preceding the presentation of 
the petition the parties to the marriage 
have lived apart, and that throughout 
that period either of the parties did not 
intend to resume cohabitation. The 
effect of that clause is that when two 
married persons have lived apart for three 
years, and during the whole of that 
period one at least of them has never 
intended toliveasthe husband or wife ofthe 
other party, then the Court shall be em- 
powered to grant a divorce. In support 
of that proposal I quoted to your Lord- 
ships last year a large number of author- 


ities with which I do not propose to_ 


trouble you in detail on this occasion. 
But, among others, I would remind your 
Lordships of the opinion of Mr. Glad- 
stone. Mr. Gladstone, who was opposed 
to divorce altogether, nevertheless said 
that if adultery was a cause for divorce 


Earl Russell. 
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It has not hitherto been held to be an | 


there were other causes equally entitled 
to give relief at law to the husband or the 
wife who suffered from them, and he 
specifically mentioned desertion and 
eruelty. I also called your Lordships 
attention last year to the fact that 
the Reformatio Ecclesiasticarum Lequm —a 
document prepared by divines and 
lawyers of the highest authority at the 
time of the Reformation, also propcsed to 
grant a divorce for desertion. That 
document was drawn up by the authority 
of the Church and under the immediate 
superintendence of the Church, and 
nothing but the untimely death of the 
Sovereign prevented it becoming law in 
the reign of Edward VI. But the Church 
has now departed from that attitude. 
Since I last reterred your Lordships to 
that document I have had an opportunity 
of considering the actual words in detail, 
and I find them even stronger than | 
supposed, for an article of Archbishop 
Cranmer most expressly says that, where 
a spouse has been deserted by the other 
spouse, it is just that the tribunal should 
grant a divorce with liberty to proceed toa 
fresh marriage. He also grants the same 
remedy for offences which he calls mortal 
enmities, meaning, apparently, the attempt 
of one spouse on the life of another. The 
same remedy of divorce is granted in 
the case of extreme cruelty, and at the 
end there appears a very significant pro- 
hibition. He there lays down that 
judicial separation should be altogether 
abolished, because judicial separation has 
brought into marriage many evils in its 
train—the very argument I ventured to 
urge last year in support of these pro- 
posals. It is clear that at that time those 
who were responsible for the conduct of 
the Church, assisted by eminent lawyers, 
came to the conclusion that adultery 
alone should not be retained upon the 
Statute-book as the only cause for divorce 
and that other causes which made married 
life impossible should also be included. 


The effect of the third proposal under 
the first section is simply to ask that the 
law should recognise a state of things 
which in fact exists. The two parties to 
the marriage must have, to all intents 
and purposes, divorced themselves before 
the law is put in operation; they must 
have lived apart for three years without 
the intention of living together again. 
During that period they will have had 
‘ample opportunity for changing their 
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minds and for reconciliation, and it must 
be assumed that if at the end of that 
period they proceed to address to the 
Court a petition for relief they have come 
to the conclusion that it is impossible to 
live together. Last year the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack described 
the Bill as one to abolish marriage. I 
hear a noble Lord beside me say, “ Hear, 
hear.” The marriage which it proposes 
to abolish is a marriage which has 
already ceased to have any element 
of marriage —it is a marriage in 
which the spouses have already ceased 
to have the mutual comfort and assistance 
one from the other. If that is the ideal 
of Christian marriage that commends 
itself to this House, then I do propose by 
this Bill to abolish marriage. But that 
is not the sort of marriage which any 
legislature or Church has ever contem- 
plated—it is a marriage which has ceased 
to be a marriage in everything but the 
legal tie. It can no longer have the 
sanction of the Church, for the Church 
has contemplated that the parties should 
live together and support each other. It 
is a state of things, a separation of two 
married people, which is immediately 
productive of immorality and social harm, 
and if that is what is meant by noble 
Lords who speak of the Christian institu- 
tion of marriage, it may, I think, very 
well be abolished, for the only thing 
left is merely a legal tie uniting two 
persons, and preventing them from ever 
contracting a respectable and legal tie 
with any other persons of the opposite 
sex. Therefore, in Clause 7 it is pro- 
posed that after the commencement of 
this Act no petition shall be presented 
for judicial separation or for restitution 
of conjugal rights. 


As I ventured to point out last year the 
attempts at restituticn of conjugal rights 
have a contrary effect. The pretence is 
to restore the deserting spouse to the 
arms and to the home of the other spouse, 
but it is well known that the effect of 
that action is not to arrive at that happy 
result. It does not, in fact, restore the 
two spouses to a united home. It is 
nowadays used in order that it may | 
proceed to a judicial separation being | 


established on the ground of desertion. | 
It therefore has no longer the effect | 
which the Church that instituted restitu- | 
tion intended it to have. The Church | 


intended that this should be a spiritual | 
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|interfered with by any 
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admonition to two persons to carry out 
their marriage vows. The idea of forcing 
a man and woman to whom union is 
repugnant to live together is abhorrent, 
and, though the action in form proceeds, 
the provisions of the Welldon Act have 
made it inoperative. I may say that the 
other principle in connection with the 
dissolution of marriages, which I have 
endeavoured to establish by this Bill is 
the principle of equality of the sexes—a 
principle which, I am sorry to say, seldom 
commends itself to an assembly of male 
legislators, and the non-recognition of 
which was the subject of some very 


scathing observations by Mr. Gladstone 


in the Lower House. Women protest, 
not often vocally, but they protest and 
suffer constantly from the injustice of 
the present law, which denies to them 
the remedy for the same offence for 
which it grants it to the husband, and 
many women are unable to obtain the 
relief to which they are entitled, the 
protection and the freedom they desire, 
on account of the inequalities of the 
present law. I have therefore ventured 
to propose in this Bill that the same 
remedies shall be given to both sexes, 
and that they shall be put upon an 


equality before the law in this matter. 


It is frequently said that the effect 
of loosening the marriage ties will be to 
cause a large number of people to rush 
to the Divorce Court and to avail them- 
selves of the facilities offered, but under 
the provisions of this Bill they will have 
to be people who are already divorced 
in fact, and it cannot be supposed that 
other persons, who are not divorced in 
fact, will qualify for the remedies offered 
to them in consequence of the Bill 
becoming law. I am not prepared to 
admit that the majority of married 
couples in this country are held together 
merely by legal sanction or even by 
ecclesiastical sanction. I hope, and I 
trust I am not mistaken, that the vast 
majority of married couples in this 
country are held together by mutual 


| affection, and have no desire to part, and 


I have no reason to believe that that 
affection and mutual devotion will be 
legislative 
measures whatever. Legislation is 
passed for the cases which it affects 
There are upon the Statute- book a 
large number of criminal statutes dealing 
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with forgery, burglary, theft, and so {deserted for nine years by her husband. 
on; but it is never suggested that There is no question that her husband 
the effect of those statutes is to make| has committed adultery, and the facts 
people forgers and burglars, or that/are easily susceptible of proof, but the 
they affect in any way persons who/ deserted woman has no money with 


have no tendency in that direction. In 
the same way, I submit that the altera- 
tion of the law of divorce will in no way 
affect any except those who would, 


'which to prosecute her case ; and even 
if she were to proceed tn forma pauperis, 
‘the expenditure which would be neces- 
‘sary puts it absolutely out of the 


under any circumstances, be anxious to | question, either for the woman herself 


avail themselves of these remedies. 


The Bill deals with the question of 
County Court jurisdiction, which I in- 
troduced to your Lordships’ notice last 
year, and provides that where the total 
joint annual income of the parties does 
not exceed £500, they shall be able to 
obtain relief from the local County 
Court. That is a provision which I 
should have thought would have com- 
mended itself to everyone who wished 
the law to be equal for the rich and for 
the poor. At present the whole busi- 
ness of divorce is centralised in a Court 
In London, and all persons living in 
any part of the kingdom have to come 
themselves, and to bring their witnesses 
to this central Court in London in order 
that their case may be heard. The 
effect of that is to deprive by far the 
larger proportion of the community of 
any remedy at all. If there is a legal 
remedy to which persons are entitled, 
surely they should not be deprived of 
its exercise merely because they cannot 
afford to come to London to prosecute 
their suit. This inequality was pointed 
out when the Act of 1857 was 
passed through Parliament, and among 
others who called attention to it was a 
then occupant of the Episcopal Bench, 
who said that the measure failed signally 
to fulfil the avowed intention for which 
it was introduced—namely, of making 
a legal remedy available to all. That 
this provision does work injustice must 
be known to everyone. It is uni- 
versally known to solicitors, and those 
who have to do with the getting up of 
eases. It should be known to right 
rev. Prelates, who must be cognisant 


or any of her immediate friends to find 
the money to remedy the injustice from 
| which she is suffering. It is admitted 
‘that even under the present law she is 
entitled to a divorce, but simply for 
/want of money she cannot obtain that 
divorce from her husband who deserted 
| her nine years ago. If she were able to 
| go to the local County Court, within a 
few miles of where she is, she would be 
'able then to conduct her case with the 
minimum of expenditure, and where 
_she would now have to pay pounds she 
would then only have to pay shillings. 


I can quite understand that those 
who are opposed on principle and 
‘altogether to any relaxation whatever 
of the divorce laws, and to any extension 
of the remedies, may think it a good 
thing that even the remedies which the 
law now provides should be denied to 
the poor, but I am _ surprised that 
'those who profess to desire equality 
in legislation should support a state 
‘of things by which the whole busi 


'ness is centralised in London. That 
‘is not the case with other legal 
business, and until the Act of 1857 


such matrimonial legislation as existed 
could be and was conducted in the local 
Bishops’ Courts of the dioceses. But 
that Act abolished the whole of the 
‘local courts and centralised the pro- 
cedure in London, thereby putting it 
| out of the reach of persons of very poor 
/means. The present law as to decrees 
of nullity of marriage is not touched by 
‘the Bill now before your Lordships. 
|Clause 5 provides that they shall be 
heard and determined on the same 


fpr ae : 
| principles as now exist. There are some 


of cases where, even under the present | alterations in procedure which, however, 


law, persons entitled to divorce are 
unable to obtain it on account of the 


are matters of detail with which your 


Lordships should not be troubled at this 


expense. A very striking instance has | stage. The Bill proposes to re-enact the 


come under my own observation, in 


present provision as to the performance 


which an unfortunate woman has been | of marriage of divorced persons by the 


Earl Russell. 
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look at | for divorce, and yet by the law of England I am 
Sub-section 4 of Clause 16 vou will see | ™@ttied and condemned to lead a celibate life 
that it is there provided that with no possibility of relief. Had I committed 
e provide nat— forgery, burglary, or any other serious crime, | 

‘* A clergyman shall not be compelled to | could long ago have expiated my offence, but 
solemnise the marriage of any person whose | from an unfortunate marriage there is no 
previous marriage has been dissolved, and | release, unless there is cruelty or adultery, 
shall not be liable to any suit, penalty, or which are absent in the case under notice. 
censure for solemnising or refusing to solem- This state of things I contend is contrary to 
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clergy. If your Lordships will 


nise the marriage of any such person.” 


That, I believe, is the present law, 
though a recent interpretation given to 
it by the Bishop of London would seem 
to show that the censure to which the 
clergyman is not to be subjected, does | 
not include the censure of his ecclesi- | 
astical superior. The Act of Parliament, | 
which is the governing authority of the | 
Church of England, distinctly provided | 
that he shall not be subject to any | 
censure, but from recent proceedings | 
which have appeared in the newspapers, 
it appears that the re-marriage of | 
divorced persons in this diocese has | 
exposed a clergyman who had the| 
temerity to perform it to censure. I see 
no reason to suggest an alteration in 
the present law on this subject. I 
might remind your Lordships of what, 
perhaps, has been forgotten, that in 
1857 this House, on no less than three 
separate occasions, rejected an Amend- 
ment proposing individual liberty of 
conscience to clergymen in the form of 
the present clause, and insisted that 
every clergyman should, as a servant of 
the State, perform any marriage that 
the State said could be legally per- 
formed. However, the truculent atti- | 
tude of this House towards the Church 
on that occasion was modified in the | 
more kindly atmosphere of another 
place, and the present compromise 
appears to have been the effect of that 
discussion. 


I donot know whether any noble Lord 
supposes that there is no ground for an 
amendment, and that there are no 
grievous cases of injustice and hardship | 
under the p esent divorce law, which | 
differs in its stringency from the divorce | 
law of every other Protestant country. | 
I have received a vast mass of corre- 
spondence, with some few extracts from | 
which I am compelled to trouble your | 
Lordships. One gentleman writes and. 
says— | 

“My wife left me to return to her father after 
I lost my money more than eleven years ago. 
There is no deed of separation and no ground | 


every law, divine or human, and demands a 
remedy.” 


A woman writes :— 


** Your Bill would be a blessing to many poor 
women. I married at twenty-one a man who 
turned out to be a great scamp, thief, and 
forger. My home was sold up, my belongin-s 
seized by creditors. When my son was thirteen 
months old my husband deserted me and went 
to Canada fourteen years ago. I have never 
heard of nor seen him since. My wrist was 
injured for life through my husband's brutality. 
I have proof of desertion and cruelty, but what 
chance have I to obtain a divorce ?” 


| Another writes and says :— 


“Where the parties have for a number of 
years been separated and positively refuse to 


| live together again they are, in my humble 
| opinion, ipso facto divorced ; why then should 


measures be refused to make such definite 
estrangement legai? . . . Where mutual love 
exists the man and woman never part ; it is 
the absence of it that brings about the evil. 
The sooner there is some law permitting the 
deserted husband or wife to marry again after 
a lapse of years, the sooner will immorality 


| and dissipation be reduced.” 


Another writes :— 


“Are two people grievously ag 
together and without fault or intention, to be 
literally killed and worn to death, being hel: 
together in an unnatural and useless bond, t» 
he made useless to each other and even to 
their children, while those who live ri»tous)y 


| and break all marriage laws are content with 


them and are often the loudest voiced in up- 
holding them? That isan easy way of carrying 


out a law impossible uften to keep.” 


Another writes and says :— 


* Realising the impossibility of obtaining 
legislative relief in this country, I am forced to 
consider the expediency of settling in America 
with a view to obtaining there that relief 


| denied me here.’ 


Another writes and says : 


‘It isremarkable how perverted Christianity 
is trotted cut on every possible occasion to bar 
real progress. To say that reasonable release 
would destroy Christian matrimony is simply 
the dictum of a person very ignorant, and very 
much of a bigot. The Founder never recom- 
mended, and certainly would never have en- 
forced, for it would be abhorrent to all-his 
teaching, that two who had got utterly to 
dislike each other, and whose presence with 
each other brought out and acerbated all the 
evil in the nature of both, should drag on a 
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tortured existence together, degrading to both, 
and leading to all kinds of evils and a strong 
temptation to murder even.” 


Divorce 


A young woman writes that four 
days after her marriage her husband 
had to leave on the duties of his voca- 
tion as officer in the Royal Navy. For 
nine years he has not been near her. She 
has not the money to pursue the evidence 
for adultery 


{LORDS} 





A man who occupies a_ responsible | UO | 
than it is at present, and to make adultery 


position writes : 


“T have been married twenty years to a 
most unsuitable woman, who has never been 
any help to me, who has persistently got into 
debt, falsified accounts, confiscated letters, 
deceived and lied to me so much that it has 
produced an utter alienation. Forseven years 
we have occupied separate rooms.” 


Another writes :— 


“Oh this dull, stupid English law, with | 


Scotland’s bright example shining so near.” 


You have to go no farther than Scot- 
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cases the law may not bear hardly upon 
you, to leave such a blot upon the social! 
legislation of this country ? The proposals 
which I have put before you, and I say 
this unhesitatingly, make'for the increase 
of social purity and for the absence of 
adultery. They make for a legitimate 
dissolution of unions that have long since 
become impossible, and their adoption 
would tend to purify the marriage rela- 
tion, to make marriage a more real thing 


looked upon, as it is not often looked 
upon now, as a disgraceful, a discreditable, 
and an unnecessary crime. I beg to 
move the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Earl Russell.) 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR (the 
Earl of Hatssury): My Lords, the noble 


| Lord, in the course of a great many 


land to find divorce a vinculo granted for | 


three years’ desertion. 


| remarks 


I submit this Bill to the House as an | 0C¢#8!0m when a Bill of this character 


honest attempt to remedy an intolerable | 


state of things. I ask whether among 


all the Members of this House there are | 
none who recognise that the present | 


marriage laws do inflict upon a vast 
number of men and women in this country 
great hardship ; that the present marriage 
laws lead in many cases to the contracting 
of immoral alliances between separated 
men and women, and that the grantingof a 
judicial separation is really to throw upon 
the world two potential adulterers. It 
is easy to legislate for human nature, but 
it is less easy to control it after your legis- 
lation. The present law offers a divorce 
as a reward for immoral conduct. It can 
be obtained where immorality has taken 
place, but where both parties are un- 
willing to be guilty of immorality, the 
present law denies divorce ; and where, 


as so oftens happens, women have been | 


deserted by their husbands for an 
indefinite number of years, they are pre- 
cluded from ever contracting a fresh 
alliance, and are compelled to remain forthe 
rest of their lives neither married nor un- 
married, with no possibility of establish- 
ing a home and all that is dear to the 
heart of a woman. Is there no one in 
this House who feels that this state of 
things needs a remedy ? Are your Lord- 
ships satisfied, because in your individual 


Earl Russell. 





referred to some 
made on a former 


observations, has 
which I 


was before your Lordships. I do not 
propose to repeat what I said then, but 
I adhere 'o every word of it. When | 
made that speech I believe it met with 
the entire approval of your Lordships 
then present. I gathered that from the 
course youthen pursued. No one inter 
vened in the debate. The Bill was at 
once rejected. At present I will only 
call attention to one aspect of the Bill. 
The noble Lord does not appear to me to 
understand the gravity of what he is 
doing. If your Lordships will be good 
enough to turn to the schedule of the 
Bill you will find that he has gone 
through every one of the Divorce Acts 
and has swept them all away. They 
are to be repealed by this Bill, and in 
substitution he has apparently by the 
first and second sections made the fact 
of divorce simply a question whether 
the parties would agree toit or not; and 
if they are away from each other for 
three years and they desire that the 
union should cease that in itself would 
put an endtoit. All I will say is that 
the policy of the law—I speak not now 
of the higher sanction, which most of us 
think to be somewhat more important 
than the noble Lord appears to consider 
it—has been to prevent anything like 
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divorce by consent. It requires some- 
thing, at all events, to justify the dissolu- 
tion of a marriage. That according to 
this Bill, would be no longer necessary. 
The prohibition of divorce by mere agree- 
mentis got rid of very easily, because the 
functions as well as the office of the King’s 
Proctor are abolished by the Bill. All you 
have to dois to comply with the provisions 
of the Bill and the divorce is easy. The 
noble Lord has once or twice referred to 
what he called the iniquities of the 
marriage law. Whether such iniquities 
exist or not I will not discuss. This 
Bill proposes to abolish the whole of the 
matrimonial law as it exists and substi- 
tutes what the noble Lord has described. 
It appears to me that the mere state- 
ment that, as I have pointed out, all the 
wisdom of the Legislature, all the care 
that has been taken from the year 1857, 
when the Divorce Act was passed, down 
to the present time to cure any defect in 
the law, would be swept away in a 
minute, and for that nothing substituted 
but simply an arrangement enabling the 
parties if they think proper to get rid of 
the marriage, is enough for your Lord- 
ships. One observation I made on a 
former occasion seems to have struck 
the noble Lord as too strong. I do not 
think myself that I used language too 
strong when I said that the abolition of 
the marriage tie, which in one sense the 
noble Lord has admi'ted that his Bill 
would procure, proposed in such a way 
toa Christian assembly, was an insult, 
and I repeat the observation. All I 
have to add at present, I think, is that 
I invite your Lordships to reject this 
Bill, and I hope that we may not 
have the same proposal repeated over 
and over again, for the noble Lord and 
everybody else must know that it is 
only in the nature of a protest by him- 
self against the marriage law as_ it 
exists, but even he has not the faintest 
notion that any such Bill will be sanc- 
tioned by your Lordships. 


On Question, Motion negatived. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [u.1.]. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing, read. 
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and Fisheries Bill, 214 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2%— 
(The Earl of Onslow.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, 
I hope I may be allowed to offer some 
criticisms and to ask for some explana- 
tion on the Bill which the noble Ear! the 
President of the Board of Agriculture has 
just submitted to your Lordships. The 
Bill, as your Lordships will observe, 1s 
one to transfer to the Board of Agriculture 
powers and duties relating to the fishing 
industry. The powers which are now 
exercised by a Department of the Board 
of Trade with regard to the fisheries of 
this country are to be transferred to the 
Board of Agriculture, and that Board 
henceforth is to he known as the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries. What I 
venture to ask the noble Earl is this: 
whether he will explain what connection 
there is between the fishing industry of 
the United Kingdom and the great 
national industry of agriculture. It 
must inevitably have been considered by 
the Government, and I shall wait to hear 
the explanation of the noble Earl. As 
your Lordships are aware, the Board of 
Agriculture was constituted by an Act of 
1879, which came into operation in the 
year 1890. It took over the powers with 
regard to contagious diseases of cattle 
and other germane matters which were 
previously possessed by a Department of 
the Privy Council under the Lord Presi- 
dent ; it took over the duties hitherto 
exercised by the Tithe Commissioners 
and the Land Commissioners, and it also 
took under its care the very important 
and the very extensive business of the 
Ordnance Survey of the United Kingdom. 
I think your Lordships will agree that all 
these matters are cognate to the business 
of agriculture. But now it is proposed 
for the first time to transfer to the Board 
of Agriculture duties that have no refer- 
ence whatever to the business which the 
Board was constituted to carry on, and 
the question that has occurred to some 
agriculturists, at any rate, is this, what 
relation is there between the great fish. 
ing industry of this country and the 
great national industry of agriculture ! 
What benefit will such a transference as 
is proposed by this Bill be to agriculture, 
and what effect will it have upon the 
future usefulness of the Board of Agri- 
culture? Although I have no doubt 
that the noble Earl will be able to give a 
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sufficient explanation, I am bound to say 
that at first view I do not see what con- 
nection there possibly is between fisher- 
ies and agriculture. 


There may, of course, be some occult | 
reason for this of which I am not aware, | 


and it is for the purpose of eliciting that 
reason from the noble Earl that I have 
ventured to put this question to him. I 
do not for a moment wish to deny that the 
fishing industry is of the greatest im- 
portance to the country, and it may be 
necessary and right that the duties in 
connection with that great industry 
should either be placed under a separate 
Board or handed over to some other 
department of the State. It is said that 
the Board of Trade has too much to do 
at the present moment and that its De- 
partment of fisheries does not receive all 
that attention that those who are inter- 
ested in the fisheries would like; but 
what I venture to say in the name of a 
considerable number of agriculturists is 
this, that the Board of Agriculture, which 
was constituted to assist them in their 
industry, should not be made the dump- 
ing ground for the surplus products of 
the Board of Trade. So far as the 


expansion of the Board of Agriculture is | 


concerned, I have no objection to it ; on 
the contrary, | have always advocated it, 
but I think it desirable that that expan- 
sion should be in the direction of those 
subjects which are beneficial to the agri- 
cultural industry. 


If there were no ways in which expan- 
sion could be made in this direction I 
should perhaps not offer any criticism as 
to the addition of these duties, but there 
are many directions in which the Board 
of Agriculture could be usefully expanded 
in a manner which ought to benefit 
agriculturists generally. There is the 
question of the Veterinary Department. 
I have not a single word to say against 
those able and capable officers, with 
whom I have had the honour to work 
in the past; but I think that their 
Department might be in some way ex- 
panded and made more useful to agricul- 
turists generally. They might be encour- 
aged to make experiments in bacteriologi- 
eal research and other scientific matters 
which would benefit agriculture as a 
whole. Then there is the matter of 
chemistry. I hope to hear that the 
question of chemistry, which is so useful 


to the scientific culture of the land, has | 


Lord Burghelere 
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| been considered in any view of expansion 
_ of the duties of the Board of Agriculture. 
| Then there is the question of botany. I 
|am glad to hear that Kew Gardens have 
now been taken over by the Board of 
Agriculture. There was another Board 
of Agriculture some years ago which was 
not so fortunate as the noble Earl’s Board 
to obtain assistance from the Treasury 
to get Kew Gardens under its care. I 
remember that my attention was drawn 
very closely to the matter in 1893. 
Kew Gardens had for years past done 
excellent and efficient work for India and 
the colonies in botanical experiments, 
but I found that nearer home nothing at 
all had been done for agriculture in this 
direction. The finances were not so 
prosperous then as they are now, and if 
I could have obtained something like 
£150 a year Kew Gardens would have 
been under the care of the Board of 
Agriculture in 1893 instead of 1903. 


There is another of these small Depart- 
ments which has no political head and 
which | think the noble Lord might have 
included in his Bill if he was seeking for 
the expansion of his agricultural duties, 
and that is the Meteorological Department. 
The weather has certainly a great deal to 
do with agriculture, and any good forecast 
of the weather which could be obtained 
and circulated amongst farmers would be 
of great advantage to that industry. 
Some ten years ago an experiment was 
made in that direction, but the forecasts 
were only issued some twenty-four hours 
beforehand, and that fact made them 
rather useless for farmers who did not 
see them in time to make them of value. 
If the noble Earl could take over the 
Meteorological Department, I think it 
might be of use to agriculture generally. 
These departments have no political head, 
but are practically under the Treasury, 
and I have very grave doubts myself 
whether it is for the advantage or the 
efficiency of those particular Departments 
that they should be solely represented by 
the Treasury in the House of Commons. 
The Treasury is certain to do everythin 
possible to promote economy, and 
venture to think that if the Departments 
were gathered under the Board of Agri- 
culture and under a responsible Minister 
of the Crown, their efficiency would be 
better looked after. 


I come now to the largest of these 
Departments which might have been 
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included under the Board of Agriculture 
—the Office of Woods and Forests. It 
is well known that when the Act was 
passed constituting the Board of Agricul- 
ture, it was then discussed whether the 
Office of Woods and Forests should not 
be included as a Department of the 
Board of Agriculture. There were of 
course objections, and there may be 
objections now to such a course, but, so 
far as | know, the advantages which 
would accrue to the agricultural interests 
by such an incorporation would certainly 
outweigh any objections which I have 
heard up to the present moment. | 
imagine that there are very few in the 
joard of Agriculture who have any 
practical connection with the manage- 
ment of land. The Office of Woods and 
Forests manages the Crown lands of 
this country, and by making that De- 
partment a part of the Board of Agri- 
eulture, the latter Board would obtain 
a practical knowledge of the manage- 
ment of land which would be of great 
advantage, not only to them, but to 
agriculturists generally. I believe the 
Treasury object to that proposal on the 
ground that it might not be so economi- 
cal, but that is not borne out by con- 
temporary history. The same change 
which I am advocating took place in 
Prussia in the year 1879, when the 
State lands of that kingdom were trans- 
ferred from the Ministry of Finance to 
the Ministry of Agriculture, and the 
result of that transference has been 
highly beneficial—beneficial from the 
point of view of economy of manage- 
ment, and in another direction, for it 
has brought in considerably increased 
revenue. The Board of Agriculture was 
constituted to assist an industry which, 
though it may not be quite so depressed 
as it was in 1893, is certainly not in 
that flourishing condition which we 
should all wish, and therefore it is that 
I question the wisdom of the transfer of 
any duty to the Board of Agriculture 


which is not germane to agriculture as | 


a whole. 


I think there are some agriculturists 
who would say that if any transference 
of duties from the Board of Trade to the 
Board of Agriculture is to be made it 
had better be that Department which is 
connected with railways and railway 
rates rather than the Department con- 
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nected with the fisheries of the country. 
I have ventured to put before your 
Lordships some criticisms with regard 
to this Bill, and I hope I shall obtain 
from the noble Earl the explanations | 
have asked for. I cannot, however, sit 
down without saying that we welcome 
the noble Earl as the President of the 
Board of Agriculture in this House. | 
will not go into the somewhat delicate 
question of whether the head of the 
Department of Agriculture should be in 
this House or in another place, except 
perhaps to say that there is possibly no 
assembly in this country which is more 
closely connected with the business of 
agriculture and which contains amongst 
its members those more closely connected 
with practical agriculture than your 
Lordships’ House. I admit that the 
question is a debatable one. But if 
you are going to extend the Board of 
Agriculture and raise it to a position oi 
greater influence and wider scope | do 
not think it ought to be represented in 
the other House except by a direct 
official of the Board. Mr. Fellowes is the 
representative of the Board of Agri- 
culture in the other House. I had the 
pleasure of sitting in the House ot 
Commons with Mr. Fellowes and I know 
him to be a practical agriculturist. | 
know him to have represented an agri- 
cultural constituency and to have taken 
deep interest in agricultural matters 
for a long time past, but I think it would 
be advisable, as he will have to take 
charge of the Bills as well as the 
Estimates of the Department. that we 
should have some direct representative 
of the Board of Agriculture in the other 
House rather than a minor Minister 
brought in as a kind of charwoman. | 
do not propose to offer any opposition tu 
the Second Reading of the Bill, but if 
the explanation for which I have asked 
is not satisfactory I reserve to myself 
the right of opposing or amending the 
measure in its future stages. 


*LorD HENEAGE: My Lords, | hope 
the noble Lord who has just spoken wil! 
not think me discourteous if I do not go 
into all the details of agriculture of 
which he has spoken. I have not the 
slightest fear that the Minister of Agri- 
culture will be overworked by having 
the duties with regard to fisheries added 
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to those he now possesses. I speak as 
one who is quite as much interested in 
agriculture as in fisheries, as one who 
has been Chairman of the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture as well as one 
who is now President of the Sea Fisheries 
Association, and I do not see why there 
should not be a Minister of Agriculture 
and Fisheries looking after the harvest 
of the sea and of theland at the same 
time. I for one venture to congratulate 
His Majesty’s Government on having in- 
troduced this Bill. I know that there 
has been some delay, but they are in no 
way to blame for it. I do hope that 
now the Bill has been introduced it will 
not only be pressed forward in this House 
and in the other House, but that no time 
will be lost in bringing it into operation. 
I am glad to see that all the duties 
with regard to fisheries now supposed to 
he performed by the Board of Trade are 
to be transferred to the Minister of 
Agriculture, and Lam also very glad to see 
that the Government have acceded to the 
request of the Shell Fisheries Association 
that shell fisheries should also be placed 
under the same Minister. I would 
venture to suggest, on that point, to my 
noble friend the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, that he will require larger 


Board of Agriculture 


powers than he has now to deal with the | 


oyster question, and I would refer him to 
a Report of your Lordships’ Committee 
some three or four years ago presided 
over by Lord Harris, and of which the 
Duke of Abercorn, Lord Tweedmouth, 
Lord Wenlock and myself were Members. 
We went thoroughly into this question. 
There was no difference between the 
Local Government Board, who _intro- 
duced the Bill, and the Committee 
except On one point. 


that powers were required to stop the) 


pollution of the oyster beds, and as 


the loca! government authorities were | 
| been put off at Mr. Balfour’s request 


most to blame we thought that the 
Local Government Board ought not to 
have those powers but that the powers 
should be given to the Fisheries Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade. On that 
point we were so divided that the Bill 
was not proceeded with. 


As I so strongly support the Bill, and 
knowing that every Sea Fisheries Associa- 
tion, Salmon Fisheries Association, and 
Shell Fisheries Association are strongly 
in favour of it, | am sorry to utter one 

Lord Heneage. 
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note of discord, but I notice in Sub- 
section 2, of Clause 3 some words to 
which I do not think we can possibly 
agree. I am well aware of the reason 
for which those words have been put 
in. The Act is to come into force on 
October 1, but the Treasury are allowed, 
if they choose, to postpone the operation 
of the Act till April 1 next year. That 
is not in the interest of the sea fisheries, 
or of the Minister who is going to take 
charge of the sea fisheries in the 
future. If these duties had been 
transferred from the Board of Trade 
ten or fifteen years ago the Depart- 
ment might have been taken over as 
a going concern, and everyone would 
have been perfectly satisfied, but the 
sea fisheries Department of the Board 
of Trade at the present moment is 
positively worthless. It is not worth 
taking over. I am saying what every- 
one connected with the fisheries industry 
will endorse. The noble Lord opposite 
knows perfectly well that resolutions 
have been passed giving me full autho- 
rity to speak on behalf of the fisheries 
on this question. I do hope that an 
efficient staff will be given to the noble 
Earl, and that he will hold out tor an 
efficient staff, and not be content to 
take over men who are thoroughly 
useless to him. But we would prefer 
that the Act should come into opera- 
tion in October and that we should 
have a Minister, to whom we could go, 
with full authority to look into all 
‘the questions postponed throughout 
the present year, even without an 
efficient and thoroughly equipped 
| Department, than that the operation 
of the Act should be postponed. The 
|deputations which I was requested by 
the Sea Fisheries Conference at Grimsby 
to arrange with the Prime Minister had 


during the transfer of the duties from 
one Department to another, but if the 


operation of this Bill is to be postponed 
until April next, it simply means that 
every one of these questions will have 
to be deferred for a further year, as 
there would be no time for legislation. 
| So strongly do I feel with regard to 
this matter, that I shall move to strike 
out in Committee the power given to 
the Treasury in_this Sub-section. 
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*THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
rise to congratulate the noble Earl on 
having introduced this Bill. I do so 
because the Irish Board of Agriculture, 
to whom the duties of the Fisheries 
Commissioners in Ireland were trans- 
ferred, are able to do a great deal more 
for our fisheries than the old Commis- 
sioners did, and they are sympathetic 
with the wants of those interested in 
the fisheries. The noble Lord opposite 
inquired what fisheries have to do with 
agriculture. I would point out that. 
fish that are cultivated in inland waters 
are just as much the harvest of the 
land as corn is. Then the noble Lord 
went on to say that he hoped the Board 
of Agriculture was not to be made the 
dumping ground of the Board of Trade. 
The real truth of the matter is that the 
Board of Trade have not very much to 
dump, because they take no interest 
whatever in fisheries, especially in inland 
fisheries. [I hold in my hand a Report 
upon the Salmon Fisheries of Great 
Britain, and it would make one almost 
ery to see the effect of river pollution 
and the stoppages in those rivers which 
prevent salmon reaching the upper 
waters. Therefore I welcome _ this 
Bill, bearing in mind the good 
that our Board of Agriculture 
has done in this matter in Ireland. 
The noble Lord opposite referred to the 
date of the Bill coming into force. He 
knows a great deal more about sea 
fisheries than I do, but [I must say that 
the sooner the inland fisheries of this 
country are looked after by a competent 
Department the better; therefore I 
sincerely hope that the Treasury will 
not “ put their finger in the pie” and that 
the Bill will come into operation on 
Ist October next. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (The Earl of ONSLow) : | 
My Lords, I ventured to ask your Lord- | 
ships to give a Second Reading to this | 
Bill without adding any words of my | 
own in explanation of it at the moment, | 


because it is an extremely simple Bill | this 


and one which really needs no explana- | 
tion at all. Itis simply a transfer to. 


the Board of Agriculture of duties which | 
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for the expansion of the powers 
of the Board of Agriculture, so | hope 
he will forgive me if I do not follow him 
into all those duties which, in his 
opinion, might with greater advan- 
tage be transferred to the Board of 
Agriculture. All I will say is that 
I sympathise with a great deal of what 
he said on that subject. I think, so far 
as I have been able to see in the short 
time that I have had the honour of being 


President of the Department, that there 


are many subjects which might with 
advantage be transferred to the Board 
of Agriculture, not necessarily from 
other Departments, but matters which 
really are not at this moment under the 
charge of any responsible Minister, but 
are under that sort of general omnibus 
arrangement which gives over every- 
thing that is not under the charge of 
some other Minister to the Treasury. 


Iam asked by my noble friend what 
is the connection between agriculture 
and fisheries. I admit that the word 
agriculture in its derivation, does not 
include the harvest of the sea, but at the 
same time your Lordships are aware 
that the fish supply in this country is 
one of the most important from the 
point of view of food. The Department 
over which I preside is essentially the 
Department which is connected with 
the food supply of the people, and there- 
fore, I think that as we have already 
for many years had under our 
care the loaves, it is not too much 
to ask that Parliament should add 
to them the fishes. My noble friend 
Lord Heneage suggested that further 
powers in connection with the pollution 


of oyster beds should also be transferred, 


not from the Board of Trade, but from 
the Local Government Board, to the 
I venture to 


a matter which is connected with a very 
much wider subject — namely, the 
public health. Public health has 
always been under the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and I am not prepared at 
moment to ask to take over any of 


‘those duties. I believe that before this 
Bill becomes law, as I hope it will, I shall 





have hitherto been performed by the | have time to consider the composition 
soard of Trade. It is not, as my noble | of the staff of the Fisheries Department 
friend opposite appeared to think, a Bill | of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. 
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I trust I shall be able to satisfy the 
noble Lord that that staff will be a 
sufficient and an efficient one, but I can 
assure him that the date of the coming 
into operation of the Act has nothing to 
do with the question of the composition 
of the staff. I am as anxious as he is 
that the transfer should take place at the 
earliest possible date. I have ‘every 
reason to believe that it will take effect 
in the month of October next. The 
noble Lord must know that there are 


certain arrangements which have to be | 


made in connection with the Estimates. 
If this Bill passes into law, it will be 
necessary to supplement the Vote of the 
Board of Agriculture by the amount 
necessary tocarry on the business for the 
rest of the financial year, although, at 


the same time, of course, an almost 
equivalent saving will be effected 


upon the Vote for the Board of Trade. 
All those things have got to be ar- 
ranged, and it is only as a precautionary 
measure that the date may be extended. 
But if the noble Lord will put 
down an Amendment I will give 
it my earnest consideration and see if 
something can be done to meet his 
views. I am glad that the Bill meets 
with approval, and trust your Lordships 
will give it a Second Reading. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I do not wish to throw cold water on 
the Bill, or attempt to damp the ardour 
of those who have so readily accepted 
it. But I do wish to point out to my 
noble friend that in assuming the duties 
of Minister of Fisheries he is assuming 
no light duties, but duties which will 
give him a considerable amount of work 
and bring him a great many communi- 
cations and not a ‘ew protests. My 
noble friend has attempted to show that 
the subjects of agriculture and fisheries 
fall together naturally. I think he will 
find that there are a great many 
differences between them, that even the 
fateful word “ protection”’ is interpreted 
in an entirely different way by agricul- 
turists and fishermen. But, after all, 
I am afraid that the powers of the 
Fisheries Department are comparatively 
limited. The Fisheries Department can, 
of course, do a great deal in the way of 
collecting statistics, supplying knowledge, 
and carrying on scientific inquiry, pro- 

The Earl of Onslow. 
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vided alwaysit can get the necessary funds 
from the Treasury, and of course, so far 
as in-shore fisheries are concerned, it can 
do something by way of the promotion 
of legislation and encouraging district 
fisheries committees to do their work. 
After all, these in-shore fisheries are a 
comparatively small part of the British 
fisheries. The main fishing ground is 
in the North Sea, and it is exploited not 
| by British fishermen alone, but by 
the fishermen of the whole of Northern 





Europe. My noble friend will find that 
if his Department really intends to 


secure improvement in the condition of 
our fisheries in the North Sea, it will 
only be possible to do so by calling in 
his colleague the Foreign Minister and 
by securing joint action among all the 
Powers who send fishing fleets into the 
North Sea. 

Take the question of immature fish. 
It may be very desirable, and it may do 
a certain amount of good, to endeavour 
to secure that in our own inland waters 
fish get some chance of existence; but. 
after all, the great home of these young 
fish is not on our shores but on the shores 
of Denmark, Holland, Belgium, and those 
great flats opposite our own shores on the 
other side of the North Sea, and unless 
you can get the countries bordering on 
those waters to join with you, unless you 
can get those countries which send fleets 
to the North Sea to combine with you in 
| joint action, you will never be able to 
| make a permanent improvement in the 
fisheries of the North Sea. With regard 
to our salmon fisheries, I think there is 
there a great opportunity for a Minister 
of Fisheries. The case is ripe to be deali 
with. The inquiry necessary before the 
Government can act is, 1 believe, complete, 
and has been carried on under the egis 
of the present Government. You have 
had inquiries and Commissions. There 
is an extraordinary mass of the latest 
opinion gathered together, and I venture 
to urge that the time has come when this 
question of the salmon fisheries of the 
British Isles should be taken up in a 
thorough manner. The first thing you 
want is uniformity of legislation for the 
3ritish Isles. This question of the 
salmon fisheries is not merely one of the 
propagation and security of the salmon. 
Involved in it also are the great questions 
of pollution of rivers and the water supply, 
so that when you are dealing with the 
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question of salmon fisheries you are also 
dealing in a thoroughly practical manner 
with two of the great necessities of a 
healthy existence—namely, the question 
of the water supply and also the question 
of the freedom of the rivers from pollu- 
tion. Ido think that these are subjects 
which might well be taken up by the new 
Minister of Fisheries. 1 hope my noble 
friend will take them up and will make 
it his business to press his colleagues in 
the Government to deal with the subject, 
which I believe is of immense importance, 
not only from the point of view of the 
food of the people, but also from the 
point of view of the health and comfort 
of the inhabitants of these islands. 


On question, Bill read 2%, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BILLS IN PARLIA- 
MENT) BILL. 
Order of the day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


Moved, That the House do now resolve 
itself into Committee. 


THE Eart oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I have a Motion on the Paper to submit 
to your Lordships. But before I do so 
I ask the indulgence of the House while I 
say a few words on a matter wholly 
personal to myself. When speaking the 
other day from the cross benches, I 
appeared to have infringed the rules of 
order of the House, and not to have 
bowed to the ruling of the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack. I have 
no wish to appear in your Lordships’ 
House as an unruly Member, and I 
desire to explain that my infringement 
of order was entirely due to my affliction 
of deafness. Speaking from where I did, 
I could not hear a word that fell from 
the Lord Chancellor, and therefore I 
have to apologise to the noble and 


learned Earl for having in any way) 
appeared unruly. In order that this| 
may not occur again, when I have to| 


address your Lordships’ House in future 
I shall, with the permission of those who 
arein the habit of sitting on this bench, 
do so as near to the Lord Chancellor as 
Ican. That isthe reason why I speak 


from my present position (the bench | 
near the Woolsack on the Opposition | 
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side) to-night, but I have not abandoned 
my proper habitat on the cross benches, 
which | look upon as the Liberia of the 
House of Lords. 


Now a word indefence of my proposal. 
Two noble Lords on the last occasion 
said that my Resolution had no con- 
nection whatever with the Bill that was 
under discussion. I hold in my hand a 
resolution, which I believe has been sent 
to every one of your Lordships, passed by 
the United Property Owners’ and Rate- 
payers Association of Great Britain, 
whose headquarters are at Bradford. 
This resolution states that the object of 
the County Councils (Bills in Parliament) 
Bill is to empower County Councils to 
promote Bills in Parliament without 
first obtaining the ratepayers’ consent. 
It goes on to say— 


‘* And this is being done at the very moment 
the Government has reappointed a Joint 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament to 
inquire into the question of municipal trading. 
It is inconsistent, to say the least, that 
measures of this character, which give munici- 
palities practically unrestricted powers to 
promote private legislation, should be brought 
forward. It is, therefore, submitted that the 
Bill should not be proceeded with, and the 
Committee of this Association, representing 
large and important property interests, re- 
spectfully and urgently appeal to your Lord- 
ships to support the Motion of Lord Wemyss 
to defer the Bill until the Joint Committee 
have reported to Parliament.” 

Can anything be more reasonable. more 
consistent with common-sense, than that 
opinion with regard to this kind of 
legislation pending the inquiry by the 
Joint Committee. The action of the 
local authorities has been such that they 
have piled up a debt of £1,300,000,000. 
The rates of one London parish have 
gone up to eleven shillings in the pound, 
and they are going upall round. A few 
years ago the feeling in reference to this 
matter was such that it was thought 
some limit should be imposed. ‘The 
result was the appointment of a Com- 
mittee of both Houses, but they did not 
finish their inquiry. For two years they 
have been waiting for their reappoint- 
ment. The reason that they were not 
reappointed is supposed to be that the 
local authorities did not like their transac- 
tions being inquired into, and the 
Government did not wish to give offence 
to the local authorities. But the ex- 
penditure grew, and feeling increased, 
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until this year the Government con- 
sented to the reappointment of the 
Committee. 


appears in Zhe Times to-day, and the 
evidence shows how enormous have been 
the sums borrowed by local authorities 
for these purposes. One witness stated 
that in the present session sixty-five Bills 
had been promoted by local authorities, 
of which twelve had been dropped or 
defeated up to date. I have heard 
privately that so unsatisfactory were 
the trading accounts of the Plymouth 
authority that it was recommended that 
the accounts should be audited, not by 
an auditor appointed by Plymouth but 
by an auditor on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. That shows the state of things 
which led to the reappointment of this 
Committee. The Committee has the 
right to inquire into the transactions 
not only of municipalities but also of 
local authorities. Clearly, local author- 
ities areincluded ; therefore, | apprehend 
that this Joint Committee is appointed 
to consider everything connected with 
these Bills. which give power to 
Councils which they do nt now exercise, 
and which takes away from the rate- 
payers a security which they now 
possess. 

What are the reasons given for this 
action on the part of the Government ? 
They are three. The first is that county 
councillors, not having this power of 
promoting Bills, sometimes do it them- 
selves and incur liabilities thereby. The 
second is a most extraordinary reason to 
give for passing a Bill. It was stated by 
one noble Lord on the Front Bench that 
Mr. Long, the author of this Bill, wished 
very much that the Bill should pass, but 
that in itself is no reason for your 
Lordships facilitating the measure. This 
raises the question, is this a private 
venture on the part of the head of the 
Local Government Board or is it a 
Government Bill? Has it been con- 
sidered by the Government? Has it the 
full consent of the Government? This, 
I venture to think, raises a very big 
question. The right hon. Gentleman at 
the head of the Government has a 
tolerably big team to drive. He has 
eighteen in hand. They remind me of 
an incident in the old coaching days, 
when the driver of a four-in-hand, being 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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The Report of the first | 
public sitting of the Joint Committee. 
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asked how it was he was driving so 
erratically, not to say dangerously, re- 
plied— 

“Ah! you don’t know what it is to drive 
three blind ones and a bolter.” 
The Prime Minister certainly has a 
bolter, who sometimes perhaps gets 
over the traces when least expected. 
How many blind ones there are I should 
be sorry to specify, 

I now come to the third reason, which 


| was given by a canny Scot—my noble 


friend Lord Balfour. He said the Bill 
no doubt gave powers, but that it was 
not likely that County Councils would 
exercise those powers. That is an ad- 
mission, my Lords, that vou are giving 
County Councils powers by this Bill at 
the very time when you are sending the 
question, as to whether or not the powers 
of local authorities should be restricted, 
to a Joint Committee of both Houses. 
I feel confident that the result of this 
inquiry will be that these powers will be 
restricted and greater checks on_ the 
part of the ratepayers established. What 
those checks should be it is not for me 
to say. The question is now under dis- 
cussion. The members of these muni- 
cipal authorities are supposed, without 
any training, to be electricians, engineers, 
architects, builders, contractors, tram and 
omnibus undertakers, and navigators 
where there are rivers ; and, besides this, 
they must be surveyors, sanitary pro- 
fessors, florists, landscape gardeners, 
social reformers, band-masters, concert 
organisers, and universal providers gener- 
ally. If these things are undertaken, 
some knowledge of the best way of doing 
them should be in the possesssion of 
those who exercise these powers. The 
check I should propose is that all those 
who are elected to County Councils, 
before they are allowed to act should 
pass a qualifying examining in all these 
subjects. That would be a most potent 
and valuable check. I asked my noble 
friend Lord Balfour the other day to 
give me precedents for legislating upon 
a subject which had been concurrently 
submitted to a Committee or a Commis- 
sion forinquiry. The noble Lord did not 
specify any precedent, but went off into 
a cuttle-fish speech upon the whole ques- 
tion, and that was where I got into 
trouble. I had not said anything in 
putting my question, but after the cuttle- 
fish speech of my noble friend I rose to 


answer him and was ruled out of order. 
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{ cannot help thinking that if there had 
been any precedents for this kind of 
legislation the noble Lord would cer- 
tainly have brought them out. He 
would not have kept them up his sleeve 
for no purpose. I {know there are many 
“precedents the other way. I will give 
one. When the Commission on the 
Liquor Traffic was sitting, all the temper- 
ance measures were suspended. But in 
this case the Government are bringing 
in Bills at the same time as the inquiry | 


is taking place, and when the subject | 
to which these Bills refer is before a} 


Joint Committee, I contend that this 
for Bills which come from another place. 


of legislation, and if Bills are faulty 
and wrong in principle, no matter how 
often they are sent here, your Lordships 
ought unhesitatingly to do your duty. 


This Bill, as well as the Borough Funds | 
Bill, may be an excellent measure and | 


very needful, but let the Joint Committee 
say so. Do not let us legislate on the 
subject while it is under consideration by 
the Joint Committee. 


Moved, To leave out from (‘That’) to | 
the end of the Motion and insert the 
following Resolution, viz., “In the opinion 
of this House it is inconsistent alike 
with Parliamentary practice and sound 
administrative policy, to legislate on 
subjects under consideration by Com- | 
mittees or Commissions, and that, inas- | 
much as the question of the powers of | 
local and municipal authorities, and their | 
exercise of these powers are now under) 
consideration by a Joint Committee of | 
the Lords and Commons - specially 
appointed for this purpose, it is neither | 
right nor expedient to proceed with Bills | 
giving increased power to local and muni- | 


cipal “authorities, until the said inquiry | 


has been completed and the Report of the 
Committee has been received.” —(7he 


Earl of Wemyss.) 


*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALrour of BuRLEIGH): My Lords, 
I am sure the House will agree with me 
when I say that we have had a most 
interesting and amusing speech from the 
noble Earl. I hope the House will also 
agree with me that it had not, in at any 
rate its major part, very much to do with 
the precise Bill we are now asked to go 
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into Committee upon. I will deal first 
with one or two direct questions which 
the noble Earl put to me. He made it 
a grievance that I had not given him 
precedents the other day. 


THE EARL or WEMYSS: Not a 
grievance. I was very glad of it. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
think my version is the more correct. 
He made it a grievance, both on the last 
occasion and to-day, that I had given him 
no precedent for the course which the 


; | Government is asking the House to take. 
House ought not to be a mere registry | 


In the first place, the noble Karl said that 


, if I produced a hundred precedents he 
It is the last Court of Appeal in matters | 


would not pay any attention to them, 


'and therefore I thought it a work of 
| supererogation to do so. 


[ also pointed 
out on the previous occasion that the 
noble Lord’s Motion in regard to the 
Joint Committee of Inquiry has really 
nothing whatever to do with this Bill. I 


|will read the precise terms of the 
reference to the Joint Committee— 


“To consider and report as to the principles 


| which should govern powers given by Bills and 


Provisional Orders to municipal and other 
local authorities for industrial enterprise.’ 

The reference to the Joint Committee has 
to do with the powers of, and the method 
of the exercise of those powers by, muni- 
cipal corporations, or, if the noble Earl 
prefers it, local authorities ; but there is 
nothing whatever in the reference to the 
Joint Committee to suggest that Parlia- 
ment has it in consideration, even in the 
remotest degree, to take away from 
local authorities the powers of promoting 
or opposing Bills. All that this Bill does 
is this. [t gives to County Councils 
certain limited powers to promote Bills for 
a variety of purposes. The point we have 

to consider to-day is whether County 
Councils have, after fifteen years’ 


existence, sufficiently established their 
| reputation for steadiness of purpose and 
useful work to be entrusted with the 


power of coming to Parliament when 
they see fit to promote Bills for certain 
purposes, The objects for which County 
Councils desire this power is mainly to 
take land for the improvement of roads, 
for the building of lunatic asylums, for 
improving bridges, and such like pur- 
poses, which are strictly within the 
purview of county council work. [ will 
concede these two points to the noble 
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Earl, because I wish to be very fair to 
him. I will concede, in the first place, 
that in some cases municipal authorities 
have gone too far in the direction of 
municipal trading. It is because we hold 
that opinion that the Joint Committee 
of both Houses has been appointed to 
consider the method of the exercise of 
those powers, but not whether they shall 
have powers or whether powers shall be 
taken away altogether. The second 
point I will concede is that technically it 
would be possible for a County Council 
under this Bill to promote a Bill to 
enable them to supply gas or electric 
lighting. But my position in regard to 
that matter is this—firstly, that there is 
not the remotest chance of a County 
Council being so foolish as to do anything 
of the kind, and, secondly, that if they did 
it the time to check them is when they 
eome with that proposal to Parliament. 
There is neither reason nor common- 
sense in refusing to all the County 
Councils of England, Wales, Scotland, 
and fIreland the power to come to 
Parliament for certain purposes properly 
within the scope of their work, because 
there is the possibility of a remote 
chance of a County Council doing some- 
thing in the direction of municipal 
trading. I do not believe there is that 
danger, but even if I believed it to be 
ten times more than I do, I should not 
think it the slightest reason for main- 
taining a prohibition which has been 
found extremely inconvenient in the 
past. In the extreme urgency of cer- 
tain cases, and when it was absolutely 
necessary in‘ the public interest that 
Bills should be promoted, individual 
members of County Councils have pro- 
moted the Bills, taking the risk of being 
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able to prove to Parliament the absolute | 
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necessity for them, and if the Bills had 
failed they themselves as individuals 
would have had to pay the cost of their 
enterprise. The noble Earl quoted afre- 
solution to the effect that the object of 
this Bill was to allow County Councils to 
promote Bills without getting the rate- 
payersconsent. I altogether deny that 
statement. The restrictions upon the 
power of County Councils are amply safe- 
guarded. They are plainly set forth in 
the schedule to the Bill, and the whole 
purport of the noble Earl's speech 
was that there should be restrictions, 
but that there should be no power at all. 


*THE EarL oF WEMYSS: I do not 
object to the Bills. I carefully said that. 
I object to your giving powers, rightly 
or wrongly, pending the inquiry into the 
whole of this question. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
have endeavoured to dispose of that plea, 
and I am afraid that if I were to do it 
again I should have no better success in 
convincing the noble Earl. The fact is 
that on this matter he is unconvinceable. 
There is no foundation for the sug- 
gestion of the noble Earl that this Bill 
is the private enterprise of the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board. 
It is a Government Bill, a Bill promoted 
by the Government, not only because it 
is the unanimous desire of the County 
Councils that it should be passed but 
because we believe, from the useful 
work and steadiness of purpose of these 
local authorities, that they may safely 
be entrusted with the powers which it 
is proposed to confer upon them. 


On Question whether to agree to the 


said Amendment, their Lordships divided. 
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the Local 
Government Board, was asked whether 
in his judgment and from his great 
Clause 1. | experience he considered that the rate- 

| payers required more protection, and he 

Lorp AVEBURY said that Lord | replied that he did. But unless the 
Kenyon, in introducing this Bill, had | House accepted his Amendment the 
told the House that the object was to | unfortunate ratepayer would have even 
allow County Councils to promote Bills | jess protection than he had at present. 
in the same manner as municipal|The Amendment gave no additional 
boroughs. But the Bill gave the power | safeguard, buc at any rate it preserved 
without the existing safeguard. The!to the ratepayers the power they at 
object of the Amendment standing in| present possessed, and of which the 


Then the original Motion agreed to:| Permanent Secretary to 
House in Committee accordingly. 


his name on the Paper was to carry out | 
the expressed intention of His Majesty’s 
Government. ‘The words were those in | 
the existing Act. Unless they intro- 
duced them they would be giving County 


Councils powers which municipal author | 


ities had not hitherto possessed. More- 
over, unless they inserted these words 
they abolished the right of owners 
to vote. One reason of the great 
increase in rates undoubtedly was that 
so many persons had votes but paid no | 
rates. They had, therefore, no direct 
interest in economy. In many cases, 
moreover, even those who paid rates. 
were merely temporary occupiers. It | 
would hardly be denied that in the long’ 
run rates fell to a great extent on owners. | 
They had not even now a fair share of | 
representation, but if they had so little | 
surely the proper course was to give | 
them a more adequate share of repre- | 
sentation, and not to deprive them of 
what small share they still possessed. 
At the previous day’s sitting of the 
Joint Committee which was now con- 
sidering this subject, Sir S. Provis, 


| a Bill. 





Bill as it stood would deprive him. 


Amendment moved— 


“In pagel, line 8, after ‘them’ to insert 
‘The powers ccnferred by this section 
and by Section 15 of the Local Government 
| Act, 1888, shall be exercised subject to the 
provisions of the Borough Funds Act, 1872, 
and of any Act amending the same, in like 
manner as if the county were a borough, and 
the chairman of the County Council the mayor 
of a borough.” —(Lord Avebury.) 


Question proposed, *‘ That those words 
be there inserted.) 


Lorp KENYON said the Government 
could not accept the Amendment. The 
Amendment contemplated the adoption 
of the machinery of the Borough Funds 
Act, under which a meeting of owners 
and ratepayers would have to be held in 
order to gain consent to the promotion of 
It would obviously be impossible 
to find buildings large enough to hold 
meetings of the county owners and rate- 
payers of London or Lancashire. In the 
second place, Lord Avebury sought to 
impose a restriction on County Councils 
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in opposing Bills, and therefore was not 
in order because the Bill did not alter the 
powers that at present existed as to 
opposing Bills. He thought the rate- 
payers’ interest sufficiently safeguarded 
in the Bill as it stood. An absolute 
majority of the Council was necessary, 
and the meeting at which that majority 
had to be obtained would be held after 
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ten days notice had been given by. 


advertisement. Further, no expense 
could be incurred on the promotion of a 
Bill unless it was confirmed by an 
absolute majority at another meeting of 
the Council after the Bill had _ been 
deposited fourteen days in the House. 
Besides that, in the case of both the 
promotion of and opposition to Bills, the 
consent of the Local Government Board, 
or the Secretary of State as the case 
might be, would have to be obtained. As 
Lord Balfour had pointed out, the proper 
place for ratepayers to object to the 
promotion of Bil!s was when the Bills 
came before Parliament. 


THE MArRyveEss OF RIPON agreed 
that it would be totally impossible 
in a large county to hold meetings of 
the kind proposed, and urged the noble 
Lord te withdraw the Amendment. He 
assured him it was not workable. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN said 
the explanation which had just been 
given by the noble Lord oppusite showed 
that the bill was quite a different one 
from what they had supposed. ‘They 
had no explanation when the Bill was 
introduced beyond this, that they were 
told that it was to create exactly the 
same state of things with regard to 
County Councils as now existed in 
boroughs. But it now transpired that 
it was totally different., With regard to 
the owners’ vote, he contended that 
there could be no objection to summon- 
ing the owners and ratepayers to a 
meeting. He could not see how the 
Amendment would take away the power 
of opposing Bills. 


Lorp BELPER insisted that it was 
practically impossible to get a meeting 
of ratepayers in a county that would in 
any sense represent the feeling of the 
county. With regard to the effect of | 
the Amendment, under the Act of 1888 


Lord Kenyon. 
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power was given to oppose Bills without 
the consent of the ratepayers, and the 
Amendment would overrule that by 
making the provisions of the Borough 
Funds Act applicable to the opposing of 
Bills as well as their promotion. He 
hoped the noble Lord would not press 
his Amendment. 


Lorp AVEBURY said it was quite 
clear from the noble Lord’s explanation 
that the Bill did not merely give to 
County Councils the powers which had 
been hitherto enjoyed by municipal 
authorities. It might be right or it 
might be wrong, but the Bill gave them 
totally different powers. 


Lorp BELPER: Quite so. 


Lorp AVEBURY: Yes, but that was 
not what was stated to be the intention 
of the Bill when it was introduced. Con- 
tinuing, the noble Lord said it did away 
with the powers which had hitherto been 
enjoyed by the ratepayers, and handed 
those powers over to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. It was useless to put the 
House to the trouble of dividing, and 
he would therefore withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Lorp AVEBURY then moved to 
omit the sub-section which provides that 
the powers conferred by the clause shall 
be in addition to, and not in derogation 
of, any powers possessed by the London 
County Council. He wished to know 
what additional powers the Bill would 
give to the London “ounty Council. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 20, to leave out Sub-section 
4.°—(Lord Avebury.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 
4 stand part of the clause.” 


Lorp KENYON said he did not think 


_ the Bill gave the London County Council 


any additional powers. The sub-section 
was only put in as a safeguard. 


Lorp AVEBURY asked whether the 
Government would omit the words, 
“ shall be in addition to.” 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH hoped the 


Government would not accept the 
Amendment. The object of the sub- 
section was simply to safeguard to the 
County Council the powers it already had, 
and to make it perfectly clear that the 
County Council should not have any of 
its powers interfered with by the Bill. . 


Lorp AVEBURY said he was not 
wishing to deprive the County Council of 
any of its powers, but the words in the 
section were “the powers conferred by 
this section shall be in addition to,” ete. 
He understood the Government did not 
wish to add anything to the duties of the 
London County Council. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
the London County Council, as the sue- 
cessors of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works, had the power to promote Bills 
for the improvement of the Metropolis, 
and for the public benefit of the inhabit- 
ants. The present Bill gave a general 
power to County Councils to promote Bills 
under certain restrictions, and the Govern- 
ment saw no reason why the London 
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County Council should be differently 
treated from other County Conneils ; but | 
they wanted to make it clear that the | 
powers now enjoyed by the London | 
County Council were not derogated from. | 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- | 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause | agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment, 
and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). 
Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to. 


Clause 7 :— 


Lorp AVEBURY moved to omit the 
sub-section which repeals the provision in 
the Borough Funds Act, 1872, that no 
expense in opposing a Bill shall be charged 
unless the opposition has had the consent 





of the owners and ratepayers of the dis- 
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trict. He thought it was very undesir- 
able to alter this provision in view of the 
fact that so many of the voters did not 
pay rates. 


Amendment moved— 


‘* Tn page 3, line 12, ‘ to leave out Sub-section 
1.”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Question aes “ That Sub-section 1 
stand part of the clause.” 


Lorp KENYON said the Govern- 
ment could not accept the Amendment, 
as one of the chief objects of the Bill was 
to render it unnecessary to obtain the 
consent of the owners and ratepayers to 
mere opposition to a Bill. He thought 
the local authority might be trusted not 
to engage in opposition to a Bill against 
the wishes of the inhabitants. Again, 
the cost of obtaining this consent was 
considerable in the event of a poll being 
demanded. A Bill was very often oppos 
in order to secure some particular advan- 
tage, such as, for instance, a bridge 
instead of a level crossing, and it was 
not thought wise that the consent of the 
owners and ratepayers should be necessary 
for this course. All the other require- 
ments imposed by the Borough Funds 
Act of 1872 would be retained. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 7 agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved an Amend- 
ment to insert after Clause 7 a new 
clause. When the Act of 1872 was 
passed there were practically no such 
things as electric lighting or traction 
companies, and he suggested that it would 
be reasonable to treat them in the same 
way as gas or water undertakings. 
Perhaps the Government would consider 
the Amendment on the Report stage if 
they were not prepared to accept it then. 


Amendment moved— 


* After Clause 7 to insert the following new 
clause—‘ Section 2 of the Borough Funds Act, 
1872, shall be amended by inserting after the 
words “ Provided that nothing in this Act con- 
tained shall authorise any governing body to 
promote any Bill in Parliament for the 
establishment of any gas or water works,” and 
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again after the words ‘to compete with any electric lighting were entitled to consider- 

existing gas or water company ' the following ation of the same kind as had been given 
words ‘or electric lighting or traction com- ° 

pany.’”—(Lord Avebury.) to gas and water undertakings. Perhaps 

the words of his clause went rather too 

Question proposed, “ That that clause | far, but he thought the Local Government 

be there inserted.” Board should consider whether investors 

in electric lighting or traction companies 

en ee were not entitled to some protection 

Lorp KENYON said they could not | P ' 


: |not against competition as a whole 
accept the Amendment. The question of | = P } 
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municipal trading had been referred to a rit: A gaa ee Oy 3° 
Joint Committee, and this proposal would ai 

seem rather to prejudge the matter. It . . 

would be perfectly competent for Parlia-| *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 


ment to reject any proposal that came be- said they were entitled to be protected 
fore it in a Bill promoted by local author- , against unreasonable or pernicious com- 
ities which in their opinion would render | petition, but the noble Lord must bear in 
the competition unfair. The Urban | mind that the present statutory position 
District Councils Association was strongly | of such companies as he referred to, was not 
in favour of the Bill for the very reasons | the same as that formerly given to gas 
which the noble Lord wished to oppose it. and water companies, and they could not 








*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
ventured to think there was some mis- | 
understanding in the mind of the noble 
Lord with regard to this Amendment. 
He had done his best, but had been un- 
able to understand what it was Lord | 
Avebury wanted to effect. First of all, | 
he did not understand what was meant 
by a traction company. In the 
second place, the noble Lord seemed | 
to think that there was no power. 
now to start in competition against | 
an electric lighting company, or against | 
a tramway company. The point was | 
distinctly laid down under the Electric 
Lighting Acts of 1888 that there was no 
monopoly given, and that competition 
might, if necessary, be started. Since 
the noble Lord’s Amendment had been 
placed on the Paper the Local Govern- 
ment Board had received a communication 
to the effect that it would be a very 
serious matter for urban authorities if 
this Amendment were accepted, because 
it might be that some company, by 
obtaining in their district only a few 
yards of tramway line, might absolutely 
prevent them from starting a tramway 
undertaking if they wished to do s0, 
even although that company was not in 
any way whatever serving their district. 
The matter was rather a technical one 
and the Local Government Board believed 
the Amendment would have an unfair 
effect upon local authorities. 


Lorp AVEBURY thought those who 
had invested their money in tramways or 


by a side wind suddenly reverse previous 
legislation. 


Lorp AVEBURY said it was competi- 
tion by the local authority to which he 
had referred. He would not press the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9. 


Lorp AVEBURY, who had given 
notice of an Amendment in Clause 9, 
page 3, line 13, after “council,” to insert— 
“The expression ‘electors’ means ‘the 
persons who would be entitled to vote at 
an election of a local board under the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and sections 
ten to thirteen of Schedule II. to that 
Act shall apply to a poll of electors under 
this Act in like manner as if the poll of 
electors were an election of a local board,’ ” 
said that this Amendment raised again 
the question of the owners’ vote, but as 
His Majesty's Government insisted upon 
taking away that vote he did not pro- 
pose to occupy the time of the House by 
moving his Amendment. 


Lorp KENYON: The owners’ vote 
is still there. 


Clause 9 and remaining clauses agreed 
to. 
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Schedule 1: 


Lorp AVEBURY pointed out that it 
was provided in the First Schedule that 
a poll might be required with respect to 
any resolution by not less than 100 
electors or one-twentieth in number of 
the electors, whichever might be the less. 
He moved asan Amendment to leave out 
“one hundred ’ and,to insert “twenty ” 
and to leave out “ one-twentieth” and 
insert ‘one-hundredth.’ He quite 
agreed that the present number who 
might demand a poll should be increased, 
but in small places surely 100 was too 
large a number of electors to require to 
join in demanding a poll, and in very 
large places, on the other hand, to insist 
On one twentieth would make it im- 
possible to carry it into operation at all. 
That clause, if it passed, would make it 
almost impossible to demand a poll, and 
constituted another step in the direction 
of taking away powers now enjoyed ‘by 
the ratepayers. 


Amendment moved — 


“In page 5, line 18, to leave out the words 


*one hundred’ and to insert the word ‘ twenty’ | 


and leave out the words ‘ one-twentieth’ and 
to insert the words ‘ one-hundredth.’ *—( Lord 
Avebury.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘one hundred’ and ‘one-twentieth’ 
stand part of the schedule.”’ 


LorD KENYON said the Government 
could not agree to the Amendment. If 
they could not find 100, or one-twentieth, 
whichever might be the less, within 
seven days to demand a poll, there 
seemed no good reason for a poll. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Formal Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule 2, agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing 


Committee; and to be printed as | 


amended. 
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EDUCATION (BORROWING) BILL. 
{SECOND READING]. 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


LorD KENYON: My Lords, this is 
a Bill to enable the local education 
authorities to put themselves in a 
satisfactory condition financially. Many 
of them have found themselves in a 
position of difficulty, from a financial! 
point of view, in bringing the Act into 
operation, owing to the fact that they 
have not sufficient funds at their dis- 
posal during the first year. The object 
of the Bill is to meet the difficulties that 
have arisen by enabling the local edu- 
cation authorities, with the sanction of 
the Local Government Board, to borrow, 
under Section 19 of the Act of 1902 or 
in such other manner as the Board may 
approve, such sums as are required to 
provide a working balance to carry the 
Act into effect. The Bill has passed 
through the other House without 
| opposition, and I trust your Lordships 
will give it a Second Reading. 





Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
| (Lord Kenyon.) 


THe Marquis or RIPON: I under- 
atand from the noble Lord that this Bill 
is to meet a temporary requirement, 
namely, the bringing into operation of 
the Act of last year. But the terms of 
the Bill are quite general, and they 
would enable County Councils. with the 
assent of the Local Government Board, 
to borrow money for the purposes ot 
putting themselves in funds not only 
for the special purpose intended but on 
any occasion whatever. 


*Lorp HERRIES: I think it is to be 
regretted that the Government has not 
seen its way to give more money to the 
County Councils to bring the Education 
Act into operation. When the Govern- 
ment instituted the Act they ought cer- 
tainly to have anticipated that it would 
not be possible for the County Councils 
to provide the money without increasing 
the rates to a very great extent. We 
have been obliged to do so in my county 
for this year, and that has had a great 
| deal to do with the opposition which the 
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Act has received in many quarters. I | —find themselves in very great straits and 
believe that many of those who oppose |do not know what to do. Surely the 
the Act keep their consciences in their | fact that this Bill has to be introduced is 
pockets, and that in consequence of find-| in itself a condemnation of the scheme, 
ing that they were to be called upon to | and shows that sufficient care was not 
pay such a high rate they have discovered | bestowed on the financial portion of the 


Education (Borrowing) Bill. 





conscientious motives for not paying it | 
at all. If the Government had kept the | 
corn tax on for another year, that | 
£2,500,000 might have been given over | 
if the 


this Act into operation. Even 


come out of the rates. The rate which 


agriculturists will have to pay for educa- | 


tion may amount to 10 or 20 per cent. of 
their net incomes. In some years I dare- 
say they will have to pay more. I know 
a case of a large tenant farmer paying a 
rental of £1,200 a year, who probably 
this year will not have a clear income of 
£200. Yet he will be called upon to pay 
6d. in the pound on £1,200 a year. I 
must say, on behalf of agriculturists, that 
I think a great deal too much is expected 
from them towards bringing the Education 
Act into operation. In order to relieve 
the ratepayers to a certain extent the 
Government bring in this Bill to allow 
them to borrow money, but I object to 
this charge eventually falling on the rate- 
payers. 


THe Ear or CAMPERDOWN : My | 
Lords, I wish to raise a much more 
fundamental objection to this Bill than 
that which has been raised by my noble 
friend. It is this. The Bill says that 
you may borrow such sums as in the 
opinion of the Board are required to 
provide a working balance for carrying 
the Act into effect. Why should Educa- 
tion Committees or County Councils be 
expected to borrow money at all for this | 
purpose? I happen to be on one of these 
Education Committees, and I know that we 
are bankrupt. We have gotno money, and 
a great many parish schools are in exactly 
the same position. I ventured to point 
this out to your Lordships when the Bill 
was before the House. I predicted that 
we should all be without money, and that | 
is exactly what has happened. I submit | 


Act. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


ver The simple reason for this Bill, I think 
to the County Councils in order to bring | P ; ‘ 


is to be found in this fact, that the 


; gee | financial year of the schools which have 
money is borrowed, it will eventually | 


to be taken over, does not in all cases, or 
perhaps in many cases, fit in with the 
precise time when the new authority has 
to commence its work, and for the purpose 


of having a working balance there must 


be recourse to this system of borrowing. 
The safeguards in the Bill are sufficient, 
because the purpose for which the 
borrowing is to take place is to provide a 
working balance for carrying the Act 
into effect, and it has to be by the consent 
of the Local Government Board, whose 
duty it will be to see that a large sum in 
excess of what is a fair working balance 
is not asked for by the local authority. 1 
cannot but admit that the circumstances 
in which some QGounty Councils have 
found themselves are unfortunate, but 
in the commencement of a new scheme of 


| this kind, when many institutions have to 


be taken over whose financial years do 
not end at the same time, the difficulty is 


| unavoidable, and this is the best means of 
| getting over it. 


Lorp CLIFFORD or CHUDLEIGH}: 
The cause of the difficulty is this, that 


'the Government do not pay their con- 


tribution to the education expenses 
as they are incurred, and the County 
Council have to. If the Government 
had paid their contributions with 
promptitude as they became due the 
difficulty would not have arisen to the 
present extent. 


*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
think there is some ambiguity in the 
expression, ‘‘when the money becomes 
due.” The money becomes due, | 


that when the Bill was drawn care ought | understand, after the inspection, and 
to have been taken to provide for this | the local authority must carry on the 


period of transition. Unfortunately no 

such care was taken, and all Education | 
Committees, 1 presume—certainly I can | 
speak for the one of which | am a Member | 


Lord He TUS, 


school till the end of the financial year. 
I believe the contributions at the 
end of the financial year will balance, 
but it is to carry the work on during 
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the months until the grants are really | equipment of a house where one of the 


receivable from the Government that | canons lives with seven 


this power to borrow is required. 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TRANSFER OF 
POWERS) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp KENYON: My Lords, under 
the Act of 1888, the Local Government 
Board are empowered to make Pro- 
visional Orders to transfer to counties 
and County Boroughs certain of the 
powers and duties of the Department. 


In doing so they have to transfer them | 


to all the County Councils and County 
Boroughs in England. The object of 
this Bill is to allow the Local Govern- 
ment Board to specify the particular 


County or County Borough to which | 


they wish to transier their pow rs. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 
2°.—( Lord ke Hyon.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L.}. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THe LORD BISHOP of ST. ALBANS: 
My Lords, this Bill asks for no public 
money and raises no controversial ques- 
tions. It has received the consent of 
all the parties concerned, and has met 
with the approval of the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners and the Home Office. 
is a simple matter of administration 
enable the income of the vicarage of 
Newcastle, together with the income of 
the canonry established by Order in 
Council in 1884, to be merged in the 


young graduates, 
whom he prepares for the ministry, 
‘a sum of about £33,000 has been 
contributed by Northumberland laymen 
for the establishment of a Dean and 
Chapter of Newcastle, and in addition 
there will be an annual sum which will 
eventually come to the Chapter in the 
next vacancy in the archdeaconry of 
Northumberland. I venture to think 
that a diocese which has shown such 
attachment to its cathedral is entitled 
to come to Parliament and ask for the 
‘removal of statutory anomalies which 
hinder the free operation of the New- 
castle Chapter Act, 1884. 








Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*— 
(The Lord Bishop of St. Albans.) 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mittedtoaCommittee of the Whole House 
on Monday, the 6th of July next. 


THE HOUSE AND THE FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 

*THE EarL OF NORTHBROOK, who 
had the following notice on the Paper, 
‘‘To move that a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider and report upon 
the expediency or otherwise of limiting 

the discretion given to boards of guar- 
dians in dealing with members of friendly 
societies under the QOut-door Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894,” said, 
my Lords, I shall be in the recollection 
of your Lordships in stating that when 
the Uutdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) 
Bill came before your Lordships for 
Second Reading my desire was that it 
should be referred to a Select Committee. 
I entertained that desire mainly in the 
interests of the friendly societies, because 
the Bill, although supported unanimously 
I believe at great meetings of friendly 


' societies, contained a clause which altered 


It | 
to | 


the power given to boards of guardians 
by the Act of 1894, in respect to the 
relief of members of friendly societies. 
This was a permissive power to con- 
sider the cases of persons who had 
made savings with friendly societies, 
The Bill then before your Lordships 


deanery, and ior some subsidiary objects | however, turned that permissive power 
which it is hardly necessary for me to| into an absolute enactment that boards 
enter into at this stage. If I include a of guardians should not consider any 
part as spent in the provision and , amount up to 5s. that was receivable by 
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members of friendly societies as sick 
when they applied for outdoor relief. 


y 
T felt, and I think your Lordships felt, | 


judging by the division which took place, 


that the case on behalf of the friendly | 


societies was not made out to your Lord- 
ships’ satisfaction; that there was no 
proof shown to us that the power given 
to boards of guardians by the Act of 
1894 had not been exercised in favour of 
members of friendly societies; and my 
desire was to give to the friendly 
societies an opportunity of stating their 
ease before a Select Committee of your 
Lordships, in order that when the question 
came up again there should be more 
material before the House for arriving at 
a decision. Since I put down my notice 
I have been given to understand that my 


noble and learned friend opposite, Lord , 


James of Hereford, who moved the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and my noble 


friend behind me, the Earl of Portsmouth, , 


who objects to my Motion for a Com- 
mittee, would, even if your Lordships as- 
sented to the Committee, not be willing 
to serve on it. I have also reason to 
believe that the great friendly societies 
have arrived at the determination, 
supposing your Lordships were to 
consent to my Motion, to decline to give 
evidence before the Committee. I wish 
to ask the noble Earl behind me whether 
such is the fact. 


THE EaRrLor PORTSMOUTH: When 
I received private notice of the Question 
I took the earliest opportunity of con- 


sulting the _ representatives of the 
Manchester Unity of Oddfellows, the 
Foresters, and other great friendly 


societies, and the representatives of those 
societies, which have in the aggregate a 
membership of over 4,000,000, have 
unanimously told me that they have no in- 
tention if any such Committee is formed 
togive any evidence before it. They have 
no desire to act discourteously, but they 
feel that this is a matter of principle on 
which they must decline to alter their 
views at all. 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, I should like, 
after the answer which has been given 
by the noble Earl, to say a word upon 
this subject. I think it would be most 
unfortunate if there were any misunder- 
standing outside as to the grounds on 


The Earl of Northbrook. 
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| which the Motion will now, I presume, 
| bewithdrawn. It is on the ground that 
the friendly societies decline to tell us on 
what reason they base their claim for 
exceptional treatment being accorded 
to this particular form of thrift. It is not 
accorded to other modes of saving 
within the friendly society itself, and it 
is not accorded to the deferred annuities 
which the Government itself through 
the Post Office advocates and guarante¢s. 
I and others are most anxious to support 
this Bill in principle, believing in 
every fair and reasonable encourage- 
ment to thrift, but the Bill says that 
distinct preferential treatment of the 
most marked kind shall, without any 
exercise of discretion, be given, not 
to friendly societies altogether, or to 
their thrift funds, but to one parti- 
cular branch of the friendly societies 
work—namely, that which relates to sick 
pay as contrasted with pensions or any - 
thing else. I desire with all my heart to 
foster the friendly societies, entertaining 
as I do the strongest possible opinion 
as to the incalculable value of the service 
they are rendering to the country, but it 
is their responsibility and not mine if 
they decline to give this House the 
opportunity we ask for when we claim 
that a Committee should be appointed, 
before whom evidence may be given to 
show us why these particular sick funds 
should be differentiated from every other 
form of thrift. They may be able to 
give us conclusive reasons; all that we 
ask is to be told what these are. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
share with the most rev. Primate the 
desire that there should be no misunder- 
standing outside. I am astonished at 
the position which the right rev. Primate 
takes up. The grounds of the claim 
have been stated over and over again, 
and in consequence of what was stated 
the Houseof Commons have unanimously 
given to the friendly societies special 
treatment. The Bill has been discussed 
in this House, and the reasons why 
friendly societies should be specially 
treated were stated by my noble friend 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh and myself— 
they were also stated in the other Bases, 
and yet the most rev. Prelate, after the 
Bill has been thoroughly discussed says, 
‘“‘T knew nothing about it and the only 
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way I can acquire knowledge is by a to a particular Bill is not sufficient to 


Committee.”’ 


*Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : I by no means say I know 


nothing about it. I have, I think, read 


every debate which has taken place on 
the subject, and all the pamphlets on 
both sides. What I fail to find is any 
adequate statement of the reasons for 
setting apart this particular mode of 


thrift and distinguishing it from all) 


others. 


*LorD JAMES or HEREFORD: 
Nobody has ever asked for this Com- 
mittee until the present moment, and I 
think in the circumstances that the 
proposal is extremely discourteous to 
the House of Commons and to the 
friendly societies. Surely the reasons for 
the preference are to be stated in debate, 
and not proved by oral testimony. 
The facts are known, and they can be 
argued upon in debate. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): I fail to see 
any discourtesy to the friendly societies 
in asking them to appear before a Com- 
mittee and give evidence why this 
particular fund should receive differen- 
tial and preferential treatment. I think 
that as the triendly societies refuse to 
give that evidence, the noble Earl is 
justified in refusing to go on with his 
Motion. In the circumstances, it would 
be only a one-sided inquiry, and that 
would be absolutely useless. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
I want to make my position and that of 
the Government clear. While the 
Government accepted the decision of 
the House with regard to the Bill, they 
would not object to the Motion of the 
noble Earl if he proceeded with it. 


*THe Eart oF NORTHBROOK: 1 
deeply regret that the great friendly 
societies should have thought it con- 
sistent with their interests to decline to 
ive evidence before a Committee. The 
ouse is not actuated by any hostility 
to these societies; we recognise their 
excellent services to the community ; 
but when the House considers that the 
information at their disposal with regard 


enable them to arrive at a conclusion 
with regard to it, they are entitled to 
ask for a Committee. But, in the 
circumstances, it would be futile for me 
to proceed with my Motion. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Eight o'clock, to Thurs- 
day next,half-past Teno clocks 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 23rd June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— Carmarthenshire 
Electric Power Bill [Lords]; Manchester 
Southern Tramways Bill [Lords]; Derby 
Gas Bill [Lords]; Bournemouth Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


Harrogate Water Bill |Lords]; Rick- 
mansworth Gas Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Belfast Water Bill [Lords]; Harrow 
Road and Paddington Tramways Bill; 
Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill {Lords}. 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Hove, Worthing, and District Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords]. To be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. Read 
a second time, and committed. 
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North British Railway (General Powers) | Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 


Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
a second time; to be considered upon | 
Thursday. 

Bill. 


Alexandra Park and Palace 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- 


mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Read | 


pal | Lords]. 
| ments. 


| Table, and to be printed. 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
Reported, with Amend- 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Musical Copyright Bill [Lords]. Read 


| the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
| [Bill 255.] 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir | 
‘George Bartley and Captain Balfour. 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 


(No. 17) Bill. Reported, with Amend- MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]. | That they have agreed to: Gas Light 
Report to lie upon the Table. }and Coke Company Bill, with an 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To- | Amendment ; Local Government Pro- 


morrow. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | 
(No. 2) Bill. 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


morrow. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Reported, with Amend- | 


sional Orders (No. 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders 
confirmed]. 
| Table. 


' visional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Commercial 
Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill, 
with Amendments. 


Amendments to: Staffordshire and 
Worcestershire Canal Bill [Lords], without 


: , | Amendment. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To- | 


Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
5) Bill. Reported, 


Report to lie upon the 








Bill, as amended, to be considered To-| _ Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. | Morrow. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petitions against: from Skirlaugh ; 
| Bollington ; Parkstone ; and, Sydenham : 
| to lie upon the Table. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]. | 
Report to lie upon the ‘lable. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered To- | 
morrow. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | 
(No. 6) Bill. Reported with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Petition of the National Chamber of 
Trade, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


from Rosemarkie ; 
and, Resolis ; to lie 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders con- : 
firmed]. Report to lie upon the Table. Knockbain ; Avoch ; 

Bill to be read the third time To- | "P” the Tatte. 
morrow. | 


Petitions in favour: 





LICENCES ptt ee FOR 
} N N- ro we WwW: i. 
Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill | NON-RENEWAL) 


[Lords]; Tynemouth and District Tram-| Petitions for legislation: from Fulham; 
ways Bill {Lords]. Reported, with | and, Hornsey; to lie upon the Table. 
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LICENSES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
PENSATION FOR NON - RENEWAL) 
BILL. 


Petitions against: from Ashton-under- 
Lyne; Plymouth (two); Morecambe ; 
and Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: from East Malling ; 
St. George in the East; Richmond 
(Surrey) ; Kew ; Mereworth ; Bollington; 
and Great Yarmouth; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Petition, from Salisbury, in favour: 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Petitions for alteration of Law: from 
Darlington; and Brighouse ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (EDUCATION 
COMMITTEES). 

Copy presented, of Statement of 
Schemes for the formation of Education 
Committees approved during the month 
of May 1903, by the Board of Education 
under Section 17 of the Education Act of 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
MIDDLESEX). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the county of Middle- 
sex altering certain Polling Districts in 
the Hornsey Parliamentary Division [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

FINANCE ACCOUNTS. 

Copy presented, of Finance Accounts 
of the United Kingdom for the year 
ended 3lst March 1903 [by Act]; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
219.] 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIRE- 
MENT AT 65). 


Return presented, relative 
{Address 18th June — Lord 
Hamilton| ; to lie upon the Table. 


thereto 
George 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3006 to 3008 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Navy—Warrant Rank for Chief Writers. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can announce 
any intention of conferring warrant 
rank on a certain number of chief 
writers in the Royal Navy. 


(Answered by Mr.  Arnold-Forster.) 
There is no present intention of con- 
ferring the rank of warrant officers on 
chief writers. 


Trade of British Colonies with the 
United Kingdom. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House a statement, as a 
supplement of the White Paper [Cd. 1638], 
showing the value of the trade of the 
various British Colonies and Possessions 
with the United Kingdom, other 
British Possessions, and foreign countries 
for the years 1890 to 1900 inclusive. 


(Answered by Mr. Boner Law.) A 
statement shall be prepared showing 
the trade of the various British Colonies 
and Possessions, inclusive of bullion 
and specie, with the United Kingdom, 
other British Possessions, and foreign 
countries during each of the years 
1890-1900. 


Pile Cutting Trade—Special Rules 
Arbitration. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he will inform the House what 
has been the result of the arbitration on 
the special rules in the file cutting trade 
lately held in Sheffield. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have received the Report of 
Mr. Chester Jones whom I appointed to 
hold an inquiry under Section 81 of the 











bo 
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Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, with 
regard to the draft file cutting regulations 
of October 1902, and I have now made 
the regulations with the modifications 
suggested in that Report. The regula- 
tions and the Report were presented to 
Parliament yesterday. 


Proceedings Under the Truck Act. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the decision given at Stourbridge, 
and quoted in the Report of the Chief 
Inspector of Factories, that all proceed- 
ings under the Truck Act affecting per- 
sons employed in factories and workshops 
must be taken by His Majesty’s Inspectors 
of Factories; and, if so, will he say 
whether steps were taken to appeal 
against that decision; and, if so, with 
what result. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas). The decision referred to was 
brought to my notice; but, as the case 
was not one to which the Home Office 
was a party, my Department had no 
power to appeal against the decision. | 
cannot think that the decision of the 
justices was right, and I believe that, as 
stated in the Memorandum on the Truck 
Acts issued by the Home Office, a pro- 
secution under those Acts may _ be 
instituted by anyone. I have no reason 
to suppose that the view taken by the 
justices in this case is generally held. 


Rent Allowance for Suburban Constables 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, in view 
of the increase in suburban rents, he can 
see his way to grant to the constables 
serving outside the boundaries of the 
metropolitan boroughs such allowances 
in aid of rent as are granted to constables 
serving within the metropolitan boroughs. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 have not seen any reason 
which would lead me to depart from the 
decision of my predecessor in this matter. 


English Evening Mail from Comber. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, 
N.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, seeing that the train which 
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mail, 6.25 p.m. passes through Comber at 
6.35 p.m., he can arrange to carry the 
mail from Comber instead of letters being 
sent by bicycle or on foot as at present. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I will make inquiry on the question of 
despatching the mail from Comber by 
the train referred to, and [ will communi- 
cate the result to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible. 


Telegraph and Sorting Clerks— 
Resignations. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he can state the number of 
telegraphists and sorting clerks who have 
voluntarily resigned the service for 
employment in other branches of the Civil 
Service during the past five years, or 
have left to enter private employment 
during the same period. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am not able to answer this question, as 
the causes of resignation are not always 
stated. 


Delay in Repayments of Income Tax. 

CoLOoNEL WELBY (Taunton): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that applications sent to 
Somerset House in April for the return 
of Income Tax have not yet been decided 
upon; and whether, in view of the in- 
convenience caused by this delay to 
people of small incomes, he will cause 
inquiry to be made into this delay, with 
a view to establishing a more rapid 
system for future years. 


(Answered ly Mr. Elliot.) It is true 
that there has this year been un- 
usual delay in dealing with claims for 
repayment of Income Tax, owing to the 
enormous and rapid growth in the 
number of such claims in recent 
years. The number of repayments in 
England and Wales in 1899-1900 was 
about 225,000, whereas this year it is 
expected to be well over 400,000, or 
nearly double. As a result of this increase 
the work has outstripped the capacity of 
the present staff in the busier months of 
the year, and arrangements are in 
progress for providing improved accom- 
modation so as to permit of an adequate 
enlargement of the staff. This will be 
available before the end of the year, and 
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it is hoped that the delays experienced 
this year will not again recur. Mean- 
while the Board of Inland Revenue must 
plead for patience and indulgence on the 
part of the public. It must be remem- 
bered that many of the claims require 
careful investigation, often involving 
numerous references to local officers and 
others, and that considerable delay may 
arise in certain cases from this cause 
alone, apart from the genera] cause ex- 
plained above. 


Increase of Russian Navy. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Admiralty have any information to 
the effect that the Russian Government 
has determined to strengthen the fleet 
which it maintains in the Far East and 
also to add to its force in the Black Sea, 
and, in accordance with this decision, to 
lay down forthwith two new battleships 
of 12,000 tons at Nicolaiev and Sevastopol 
and to take in hand three new destroyers 
in the Black Sea; and whether, includ- 
ing the ships which are to be laid down 
inthe Baltic at the close of the present 
vear, this makes a total Russian pro- 
gramme for 1903-4 of eight new battle- 
ships. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold- Forster.) The 
Admiralty has received no special infor- 
mation to the effect of the first paragraph 
of the hon. Member’s Question, but it is 


the practice of the Russian Government | 


to send new ships as completed to the 
East and to recall older ships when thus 
relieved, an operation which tends to 
increase the fleet in Eastern waters. In 
reply to the second paragraph of the 
Question it is believed that it is the 
intention of the Russian Government to 
lay down the battleships and destroyers 
referred to. In reply to the third para- 
graph, as far as the Admiralty are aware, 
the number of battleships or first class 
cruisers which are laid down, or are 
about to be laid down, is six. 


Prize Firing in the Navy. 


Mr. YERBURGH: To ask the Secre- | 


tary to the Admiralty whether, seeing 
that the Prize Firing Return for 1902 of 
the battleships and first and second class 
cruisers of the Home Squadron shows 
1,096 rounds fired and only $262 hits 
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_made, he will state what steps the 
| Admiralty intend to take to secure an 
improvement. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 1 
have made it clear on several recent 
occasions in answer to Questions in the 
House, that the Admiralty are fully alive 
to the desirability of securing an improve- 
ment in the shooting efficiency of the 
Fleet, and that official notice is taken of 
results which are considered on a review 
of all the circumstanees attending the 
firing to be unsatisfactory, while approval 
is bestowed on ships which do exception- 
ally well. The figures quoted by the hon. 
Member refer to firing at a somewhat 
remote date, and any questions arising 
out of this practice have been already 
dealt with by the Admiralty, and no 
further action appears to be called for. 


Rebate of Duty on Molasses. 


Mr. TOULMIN (Lancashire, Bury) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if his attention has been drawn to the 
fact that large stocks of molasses under 
fifty degrees, which is almost entirely 
used for feeding purposes, are at present 
lying in store in the United Kingdom. 
upon which the duty of one shilling per 
hundredweight has been paid: and. if 
so, if the same rebate will be allowed in 
respect of such stocks as is to be allowed 
for corn in stock on 30th June. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) Ido not 
know what is the exact amount of stocks 
of these molasses ; but as the yearly im- 
portation of all molasses containing not 
more than 50 per cent. of sweetening 
matter for whatever use is only about 
600,000 cwts., I doubt if they can le 
very large. The circumstances of the 
case do not appear to me to be such as 
would in any way justify so exceptional 
a course as a rebate of duty on these 
| stocks ; and I think the unusually long 
| period of notice, together with bonding 
facilities, amply meet the necessities «f 
the situation. 


| 
| 


Scotch Local Taxation Account. 
_ Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 


To ask the Lord Advocate if he will 
state the amount paid into the Local 
Taxation Scotland Account, under the 
provisions ‘of the Local Government 


I 
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been deprived of his commission owing 
to imprisonment under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, will 
receive a fresh commission if on retiring 
from the office by virtue of which he 
becomes an ex-oflicio magistrate he is 
re-elected for the same at any subse- 
quent period. 


(Questions. 


(Seotland) Act, 1889, in each financial 
year up to and jncluding 31st March, 
1903 ; also the amount pa d in each year 
as a grant towards relief of school fees 
under Sub-section 1 of Section 1 of 
the Education and Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Act, 1892, showing 
ina separate column the amount paid | 
in each year to the local authorities | 
under Sub-section 5 of Section 2 of | 
the last mentioned Act. 





(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Under 
Section 12 of the Application of Enact- 
ments Order, which is identical with 

(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray).| the 46th section of the English Local 
The hon. Member will find the infor-| Government Act, 1894, a person who 
mation he desires for the year 1890-091 | has been convicted of a crime and 
to 1901-2 on pp. 78 to 91 of the final| sentenced to imprisonment with hard 
Report of the Royal Commission on Local | labour without the option of a fine is 
Taxation [Cd. 1067]. The amounts paid | disqualified from being elected or being 
into the accounts for the years 1902-3, | a member of a county or district council. 
which, however, are not yet complete, | As he cannot, therefore, be chairman of 
amount to £624,000, and the Fee Grant | either of these councils he cannot be an 
as estimated amounts to £522,702. The | ex-officio magistrate. A commission is 
figures for the grant paid to local} not issued to ex-officio magistrates of 
authorities are not yet available. ' this class. 








| 
Irish School Children— Exemption 
Certificates. 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT: To ask} 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what regulations have 
been made for excusing children from 
attendance at school in districts where 
attendance is compulsory, since, as 
results have been abandoned, they can- 
not be certified as having passed in fifth 
standard. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Though 
examinations for results fees have been 
abolished the classes or standards have 
not been abolished, and there is a pre- 
scribed programme of instruction for 
each standard. The principal teacher 
can always certify whether a pupil has 
attained such proficiency in reading, 
writing, and elementary arithmetic as is 
prescribed for the fifth standard, and 
the right of issuing the necessary certifi- 
cate is given to the principal teacher 
under the Second Schedule to the Act. 


Irish Ex-Officio Magistrates—Disqualifica- 
tion owing to Imprisonment. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of-Ireland will 
he} state whether a gentleman, who is 
an ex-officio magistrate and who has 





Works Department of the 
War Office. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
Toask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can now state what changes 
he proposes to make in the Works 
Department of the War Office, and also 
inform the House when the changes will 
be made. 


Changes in the 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | 
am not yet in a position to make any 
statement on this subject. 


QUESTIONS 1N THE HOUSE. 


4 
Imperial Yeomanry. 

Mr. MANSFIELD _ (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, is he aware that the men 
of the 1961 batch of Imperial Yeomanry 
signed for their accounts at Aldershot be- 
fore being discharged, and, if so, will he 
state the total number of the complaints 
then made; were those complaints for- 
warded to the Secretary of State for War, 
and, if so, will he state how many were 
owing to the men not receiving a month's 
furlough or payment in lieu thereof, how 
many were owing to the stoppage of 
bounties or gratuities, and how many 
were direct claims against officers com- 
manding companies; and will he also 
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state the total number of complaints that 
have been received since the men were 
discharged at Aldershot. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have already given the hon. 
Member ample information in reply to 
previous Questions? on this subject. I 
cannot undertake to give him the detailed 
information he now requires, the prepara- 
tion of which would delay the heavy 
work which the paymaster and his statf 
are endeavouring to complete. If he 
will be good enough to refer direct to the 
Chief Paymaster, Imperial Yeomanry, 
this officer will be prepared to furnish 
him personally with the information at 
his disposal in regard to specific cases. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Have the officers 
been consulted with regard to the com- 
plaints received since the men were dis- 
banded at Aldershot ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. But this 
is a question of detail which cannot be 
dealt with by Question and Answer across 
the floor of the House. I am prepared 
to give all the information at my disposal, 
but individual cases must be dealt with 
by the officers responsible. 


The Constitution of Malta. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): In accordance with 
private notice, I beg to ask the Colonial 
Secretary whether he can give to the 


House any information with reference | 
to the telegram in this morning's paper | 


which states that the Constitution of 


Malta has been suddenly and radically | 


altered in such a way that the official 
members are now in a majority instead 
of the elected members. Is that correct, 
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over the elected members. The reason 
for this change will be fully explained 
in the Papers which I propose to lay 
immediately upon the Table of the 
House; but, as the hon. Member asks 
for an immediate statement, I would 
say that the difference between us and 
the elected members, which has con- 
tinued for a very long while, is due to 
our determination to preserve the tree 
choice of the people of Malta as regards 
the foreign language which they wish 
to have taught to their children. The 
option we give them is between Italian 
and English. As regards their own 
language —which might be called « 
taal—there is no question at all. That 
is the medium for the instruction of 
young children in Malta; and there 
never has been, and probably never will 
be, any question in regard to it. The 
question is what other language they 
should learn. We have decided that the 
parents themselves should choose. On 
the other hand, the elected members 
have demanded that we should make 
Italian compulsory, and, failing our 
assent to that proposilion, they have 
again and again refused all the educa- 
tion estimates. It is impossible to go 
on in these circumstances, and we have 
reverted, as we warned them we should 
do, to the Constitution of 1887. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): How 
do you get the opinion of the parents 
except through the elected members ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: By | in 
_quiry of the parents what their opinions 
are. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): How 


has this inquiry been carried out ? 


and, if so, on what ground has the’ 


alteration been made. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Perhaps it would be 
more correct to say that we have 
reverted to the Constitution which 
prevailed in Malta for many years 
before the year 1887. That gave to the 
official members a bare majority of two 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxii., 1090. 


| 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know that the Papers I propose to lay 
immediately will cover that particular 
/point ; but there are other Papers 
| which will show it very fully. But the 
process is explained in a sentence. We 
‘ask the parents—{[An Hon. MEMBER : 
| Every parent ?] — yes, every parent, 
when they send their children to school 
' whether they desire that their children 
‘should be taught Italian or English. 


I 2 
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Mrs. CLANCY (Dublin, N.): Since 
the right hon. Gentleman has reverted 
to the ancient Constitution of Malta, 
does he contemplate a similar step in 
regard to the Australian colonies and 
Canada ? 


Questions. 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Motor-Cars—Furious Driving. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the case heard at Marlborough 
Street Police Court on the 16th instant 
when a motor-car driver was convicted 
of driving furiously in Hyde Park, and 
to the comments of the magistrate when 
passing sentence upon the grossness of 
this case and the inadequacy of the fine 
of £5 that he was empowered by law to 
pass ; and whether, in view of infractions 
ot the law by motor-car drivers, and the 
consequent danger to the public, he will 
obtain legislation to enable magistrates 
to inflict adequate penalties for this 
particular offence pending the introduc- 
tion of the Bill forthe general regula- 
tion of motor-cars. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs 
Doua.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
seen newspaper reports of the case 
referred to. I think that the question 
of increased penalties is one which must 
be considered in connection with any 
Bill for the regulation of motor-cars. 


GenerAL LAURIE: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman seen the report in he 
Times, which shows that the remarks of 
the magistrate were far more severe 
than they appear in the Question ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Ihave not, 
Sir. 

Smallpox in North Staffordshire. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he has any 
information as to the continuance of the 
smallpox epidemic in North Stafford- 
shire, and whether he can state if the 
Local Government Board are taking any 
steps to deal with it; whether there 
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have been any, and, if so, how many, 
deaths from smallpox in the Potteries 
within the last ten days; whether the 
Local Government Board are satisfied 
with the hospital accommodation at 
present provided at the Bagnall Joint 
Hospital in the event of any further 
spreading of the epidemic ; and whether 
he can state by how many different 
authorities this hospital is controlled. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk): Ac- 
cording to Returns received by me, it 
appears that during the past eleven 
weeks thirty-seven cases of smallpox have 
occurred in the Potteries. I am informed 
that there have been no deaths from 
smallpox in the district during the last 
ten days. Except for a few cases at 
Hanley, the epidemic seems practically 
to have ceased. The hospital referred 
to by my hon. friend is under tke control 
of the North Staffordshire Joint Small- 
pox Hospital Board which represents 
fourteen sanitary authorities. The Joint 
Hospital Board were only recently con- 
stituted, and the accommodation pro- 
vided by them for smallpox cases was 
intended to meet the emergency which 
then existed. It was not such as in 
ordinary circu mstances | should approve. 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court in 
Ireland. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Skgo, 8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether, and, if so, when, he intends to 
amend the law relating to contempt of 
Court in Ireland by the introduction of 
a measure restricting the power at 
present enjoyed by Irish judges, of 
sentencing Members of this House and 
others whom they may adjudge guilty 
of contempt to unlimited terms of im- 
prisonment. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, London- 
derry, N.): The Government have 


already stated that they do not consider 
that there is any necessity for legislation 
in this matter. The provisions of the 
law dealing with contempt of Court are 
the same in both countries and are well 
understood. 
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Mr. DELANY (Queen's County,| warders receive only fourteen days 
Ossory): May I ask the right hon. annual le ve, and in view of the charac- 
Gentleman if he considers desirable a | ter of the duties of ordinary warders, he 
state of the law which allows thesending | will advise the General Prisons Board to 
of political opponents to gaol for an | extend the annual leave of all warders 
indefinite period ? | of a lower rank than chief warder from 

| fourteen to twenty-two days. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That | 


isa matter of opinion and not a question’ Mp, WYNDHAM: The annual leave 
of fact. | granted to warders in the Irish Prisons 
Service under the rank of chief warder 

Irish Bee-Keeping Industry. is fourteen days. I am notaware of any 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to Teasons for recommending an extension 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord ° this period of leave, which is the same 
Lieutenant of Ireland ‘whether he is 98 that granted to warders in English 
aware that the disease of foul brood PF!S°NS- 
amongst bees is spreading over Ireland, 
and that only two counties are at present Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Is the 
free from it; whether the Department right hon. Gentleman aware that during 
of Agriculture is empowered to destroy the last two or three years ordinary 
infected stocks, and, if so, what steps warders have been in many cases denied 
have been taken ; and whether, in the even the fourteen days leave to which 
absence of such powers, he will introduce they are entitled ? 
legislation to enable the Department to 
stamp out the disease and to pay the Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
bee-keepers whose stocks are destroyed Member will bring any such cases under 
some compensation ; and will he state my notice. 
what steps the Congested Districts Board 
will take with regard to the threatened , 
destruction of an industry which has Lahousers Alletments in Cath, 
been promoted in many districts with Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): | 
their assistance. beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland if he will explain 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- the reasons for the delay in providing 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The the extra half acres to labourers’ cottages 
disease is prevalent in Ireland. Where 2 the Cork rural district, representa- 
the owners of infected stocks in con- tions for which were duly made about 
gested districts have allowed the officers four years ago; and will he cause such 
of the Congested Districts Board to steps to be taken as will ensure that the 
destroy them compensation has been Scheme for providing these extra halt 
paid. “The Board has also defrayed the cres will be speedily completed. 
cost of experiments in treating diseased 
stocks. There is no statutory power, Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ District 
however, to compel their destruction, Council wasin ormed on the 4th instant 
and the question of legislation is under that the Provisional Order had become 


consideration. absolute. The carrying out of the scheme 
under the Order now rests entirely 
Irish Prison Warders Holidays. with the council. 


Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 8 ): I 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Motor-Cars—Gordon-Bennett Cup Race. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
of the fact that governors of His ask the Chief Secretary to the Loid 
Majesty’s prisons in Ireland receive six Lieutenant of Ireland if he is now in a 
weeks annual leave, that chief warders position to say on whom will fall the cost 
in the same service receive three weeks of the extra police necessary for the 
annual leave, and that ordinary warders | protection of the public during the race 
and others of an inferior rank to chief | for the Gordon-Bennett cup. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope to be able 
torannounce the decision of the Treasury 
on Thursday. 


Tottenham Estate, County Leitrim. 


Mr. O’'DOWD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state what time has 
elapsed since final notices for sale were 
served on the tenants of the Tottenham 
estate, county Leitrim, which estate is at 
present in Chancery; whether, seeing 


that arrangements for squaring the rental | 
were perfected over twelve months ago, | 


and that the Sub-Commissioners have 
since acceded to an application of the 
landlord’s solicitors to postpone the 


hearing of fair rent applications pending | 


the sale, he can state the number of 
ejectment decrees obtained against tenants 
on this estate last January, 
number of registered served on others ; 
and whether he will explain the cause of 


the delay in this sale, and say if further | 


proceedings will be stayed against the 
tenants pending such sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Nearly four years | 


have elapsed since the final notice of sale 
was served. The rental was settled in 
July, 1902. The Land Commissioners 
made their report to the Land Judge 
under Section 40, in March last. This 
report raises numerous questions in 
respect to turbary and sub-lettings which 
cannot be disposed of for some months. 
Nineteen ejectment decrees were obtained 
against tenants, and caretakers notices 
were served in seventeen cases. The 
Land Judge is always willing to consider 
any application for stay of ejectment 
proceedings, pending a sale, upon reason- 
able terms, but he cannot permit tenants 
to withhold payment of rent until the 
completion of proceedings. 


Government Expenditure in Galway City. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland how much 
money has been expended by the Govern- 
ment within the last three years in 
Galway City upon public buildings and 
public works other than prison, police, 
and army barracks. 


Mr. WYNDHAM 6 £3,997 10s. 6d. 
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Fiscal Inquiry. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state, in connection with the Govern- 
ment’s inquiry into the proposal of 
preferential trading with the colonies, 
whether it is the intention of the Gov- 
ernment to ascertain the views oi 
Colonial Governments as to the details 
of a scheme of preferential tariffs ; if so, 
what steps they propose to take to 
ascertain those views; whether it is the 
intention of the Government to come to 
a decision with Colonial Governments 
as to the details of their scheme before 
| such scheme is placed before the country ; 
or will the Government formulate their 
scheme and give the country an oppor- 
|tunity of deciding upon it before it is 
offered to the colonies. 


and the | 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
| LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A, J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I think 
that on the important questions which 
the hon. Member’s Question raises it 
would be very premature for me to 
|attempt to give an answer at present. 


Mr. BRYCE: May | ask whether, if 
| those communications do pass between 
the Colonial Governments and His 
| Majesty's Government, they will be pre- 
| sented to this House ? 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
|hon. Gentleman will see that if, as I 
| have said, all statements on my part on 
| this question would be premature, a 
hypothetical question based upon a 
supposed answer must be still more 
premature. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


| shire, Forest of Dean) : I wish to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury in what 
order it is proposed to take the Votes on 
Thursday. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
put down the Home Office Vote first, 
and the Scotch Estimates second. 
Friday will be the last of the Fridays 
devoted to Private Members’ Bills. 
To-morrow the Land Bill will be taken 
at the afternoon sitting and the Finance 
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Bill at the evening sitting. On Monday | 
next the Land Bill will be proceeded 
with. 


Mr. BRYCE: Which of the Scotch 
Votes will be put down first? 


{23 JUNE 1903} 


Bill. 
NEW BILL. 


CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. 
“To provide for the better regulation 
of Canal Traffic,” presented by Sir 
William Holland ; supported by Sir John 


' Brunner, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Emmott, Mr. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board Vote is the first in 
order. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEE). 


teMr. HALsgy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure:—Mr. 
Charles Seely; and had appointed in 
substitution: Sir Charles Dilke. 


» Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee ; That they had added to 
the Standing Committee on ‘Trade (in- 
eluding Agriculture and _ Fishing) 
Shipping, and Manufactures, the follow- 
ing fifteen Members in respect of the 
Marine Insurance Bill [Lords] :—Sir 
William Allan, Sir William Arrol, Mr. 
Caldwell, Sir Francis Evans, Sir 
Fortescue Flannery, Sir Christopher 
Furness, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Mr. Hain, 
Mr. Helder, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
David MaclIver, Mr. Maconochie, Sir 
Charles Palmer, Sir Robert Ropner, and 
Mr. Charles Wilson. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee :— 


1. ‘* That in the case of the Alexandra 
Park and Palace Petition for Bill, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


2. ‘*That, in the case of the Rochester 
Corporation Tramways and Improve- 
ments Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with 
their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Field, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph 
Walton, Mr. Whitley, and Mr. Wolff ; to 
be read a second time upon Thursday, 
2nd July, and to be printed. [Bill 256. | 





FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


*\r. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) proposed the substitu- 
tion of 1d. for 1s., as the duty on ex- 
ported coal. He said that in introducing 
the Budget, when referring to the ques- 
tion of the remission of taxation, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had stated that, inas- 
much as the coal tax had not injuriously 
affected the quantity of coal exported, 
he did not propose to interfere with 
it. The right hon. Gentleman had 
£10,500,000 to remit in taxation, and 
though the coal tax was imposed at a 
time when the financial exigencies of 
the country were most pressing, the coal 
tax—the only tax levied on British ex- 
ports—was, they were told, not to be 
interfered with. It was perfectly true 
that the output of coal was greater last 
year than in any preceding year. Last 
year was a record year for the output 
of coal, the quantity being no less than 
227 millions of tons. It was also true 
that the exports last year showed an 
increa-e of 1} million tons over the 
exports of the preceding year, but that 
increase was wholly accounted for by 
the increased shipments to the United 
States of America and to France, in 
consequence of the great strikes of coal 
miners which had occurred in those two 
countries. He had not omitted to 
notice also that there was an increase in 
the export of bunker coal last year as 
compared with the preceding year—an 
increase of 14 million tons. So far as 
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the special district for which he spoke 
was concerned—the North Eastern part 
of England—the increase in the export 
of bunker coal had been 200,000 tons. 
While it was true that, owing to the 
exceptional circumstances of the coal 
strikes abroad, there was in 1902 an 
increase in the total export of coal’ as 
compared with 1901, it was equally true 
that the exports of 1902 as compared 
with the year 1900 were a million tons 
less, and would have been more than 
two million tons less had it not been for 
the extra demand caused by the strikes 
in America and France. The absence of 
a diminution of exports did not prevent 
ls. per ton less being realised at the pit’s 
mouth on coal for export, by reason of 
this coal tax, where they had to enter 
into competition with foreign coal. 
Whereas the export trade had been 
maintained, the fact was that the price 
of coal had fallen heavily since the year 
1900, and there had been no correspond- 
ing reduction in the cost of production. 
That necessitated collieries working 
full time in order to raise the coal at the 
minimum of cost. It was better to suffer 
the loss of ls. per ton, on the proportion 
of the output of the colliery exported, by 
reason of the coal tax, in order to enable 
full time to be worked, and to avoid 
the increase of cost, amounting from 3d. 
up to even Is. per ton, which was the 
result of working on short time. Mem- 
bers of the Committee would quite under- 
stand that in connection with collieries, 
and especially with those which had heavy 
expenses for pumping, etc., the standing 
charges varied enormously as between 
working short and full time. 

In 1901 the case for the imposition 
of the coal tax rested to a consider- 
able extent upon the Returns of wages 
and profits in the coal mines. He had 
obtained a Return from the Govern- 
ment this year similar to a Return 
issued in 1901. The former, in his 
opinion, contained many fallacious state- 
ments, and this latter Return afforded 
striking evidence of how fallacious were 
those figures and estimates. It was said 
in the Return issued on the 10th June 
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that the price of coal in Northumberland , 


and Durham had only fallen 3s. per ton 
between the years 1900 and 1902, and 
that in Yorkshire the fall in price had 
only been 2s. per ton. These figures 
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the fact that whereas in the year 1900 
the price of gas coal was 17s. per ton, 
f.0.b., the price was now only &s. 6d., and 
that the locomotive coal for which rail- 
way companies were paying 16s. per ton 
in 1900 was at the present moment, 
under contract, as 9s. per ton. Fur- 
ther than that it was said in the 
Return that the average wages in North- 
umberland in 1900 were 35s., in Durham, 
34s. 10d., and in Yorkshire 33s. 3d., 
while in 1902 the wages were 27s. 8d., 
28s. 3d., and 33s. 3d. respectively. In 
the counties of Northumberland and Dur- 
ham wages, which were regulated by the 
selling price of coal at the pit’s mouth, had 
been actually reduced—in Northumber- 
land by 35 per cent., in Durham by 31} 
per cent.; and in Yorkshire by 10 per 
cent., and if they reduced the wages 
which the Return stated the miners were 
earning in 1900 by those percentages, 
instead of having the figures which he 
had quoted they would have 23s. for 
Northumberland, 23s. 11d. for Durham 
and 29s. lld. for Yorkshire. He 
thought he need not quote any further 
figures in order to prove to the Com- 
mittee how utteriy fallacious were those 
contained in the Return to which he 
had referred in regard to wages and to 
the profits of coal owners. 

With reference to the coal tax there 
tax which could have _ been 


was ho 

imposed which was more unjust or 
indefensible. It was a _ violation of 
the principle of the equal incidence 


of taxation; it was a tax imposed 
upon one section only of a great in- 
dustry, while other equally great and 
profitable industries had no correspond- 
ing tax put upon them. It was are- 
versal of the fiscal policy of this country. 
Capitalists who had invested their capital 
in the sinking of collieries never dreamed 
that the State in the year 1902 would 
confiscate £2,200,000 of the earnings 
gainedin the working and exporting of 
coal, all of which loss had to be borne by 
the colliery owners, coal miners, 
shipowners and seamen of this country. 
Goal was the only British export upon 
which any tax was levied. They were 
told that this year’s Budget was a free 
trade Budget, but he submitted that so 
long as the financial arrangements for 
the year included the imposition of the 
coal tax it was worse than any 


could not possibly be correct in face of protectionist Budget. They had heard. 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 




















273 Finance 


. good deal lately about preferential tariff | 
arrangements between the mother | 
country and the colonies. This was a 
tariff arrangement, which was not a fair | 
rade arrangement between the mother | 
country and the colonies, inasmuch as | 
it handicapped the British coal producer | 
and gave a bounty in favour of the 
Cavadian, Australian and Indian pro- 
ducers in certain markets where they | 
entered into competition with English 
coal. It also gave a bounty of Ils. 
a ton in favour of the foreign coal pro- 
ducer in cases where British coal had to 
be sold in competition with such coal. 
He could not understand how any free 
trader on the other side of the House could | 
vote for the continuance of the tax since 
it interfered with the free exchange ofa 
commodity at its natural price. Neither 
could he understand how the Members 
of the House who were in favour of a 
prefe ential tariff arrangement between 
the mother country and the colonies 
could support a tax which imposed upon 
the British coalowner a charge of 
ls. a ton, thereby handicapping him 
in interchanging British coal with our 
colonies and other British possessions. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
speaking the other day, said the tax was 
not paid by the consumer, and pre- 
sumably he was referring to the British 
consumer. He ventured to say that 
the tax was paid by a great many 
British consumers. The great coal 
industry of this country employed 
at the present time 825,000 men and 
hoys, while the shipping trade which was 
engaged in the exporting of coal also em. 
ployed an enormous number of seamen. 
He did not hesitate to say that the coal 
industry, combined with the shipping 
trade, had dependent upon them a popula. 
tion of six or seven millions, who were 
affected by the burden of this coal tax in 
so far as it tended to diminish wages. He 
desired to show specially how that par- 
ticular tax operated in the export coal 
trade of Northumberland, Durham and 
Yorkshire. Those coals possessed no 
monopoly of markets; the bulk of 
the export from these districts went to 


Germany, Holland, Belgium, and 
France, in all cases in competi- 
tion with foreign coal. There was 


only a certain price obtainable, and that | 
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price was fixed by the price which forei git 
competitors were prepared to accept. 
Bat out of that price the coal tax had to 
be paid, and that meant that 1s. per ton 
less was received for the coal at the pit’s 
mouth. It had been suggested that the 
export coal trade of the North of England 
had not been injuriously affected by this 
tax, but he would like to lay before the 
Committee some figures which would put 


‘a very different aspect on the case. The 


exports from the north-eastern parts of 
this country to Germany, Holland, 
Belgium, and France amounted to 
2,000,000 tons less in 1901 than in 190), 
and to 2,600,000 tons less in 1902 than in 
1900. It was true that in the export of 
bunker coal there had been an increase 
of 200,000 tons, but that did not affect the 
figures to any practical degree. He 
would like to give one or two instances 
to prove how the export was affected. 
The exports of German coal to Holland, 


, Belgium and France increased in 1902 as 


compared with 1901 by no less than 
1,154,000 tons, while our north-east 
coast exports to those countries dimin- 
ished in the same period by 678,000 tons 
Thus aided by the bounty given to them 
by the British Government, the German 
coal producers not only deprived us of a 
trade representing 678,000 tons last year, 
but in addition to that sent a further 
supply of 475,000 tons to those markets, 
of which we should have had a good 
chance of obtaining a fair share had our 
producers not been handicapped by this 
imposition of a shilling per ton duty by the 
British Government. If they took the 
exports of Holland and Belgium only, the 
figures were still more startling. In 
1900 we sent to Holland and Belgium 
nearly 3,000,000 tons from the north- 
east ports; the quantity fell in 1901 by 
1,200,000 tons, and in 1902 there was a 
further fall of 440,000 tons. Thus in 
the two years the exports from the north- 
east ports of this country to Holland and 
Belgium fell from nearly 3,000,000 
tons to 1,362,000. While the British 
exports to those countries fell to that 
alarming extent, the exports from Ger- 
many to Holland and Belgium increased 
in 1902 by no less than 970,000 tons as 
compared with the figures for 1901. 
That illustration appeared to him to be 
absolutely unanswerable, and he did not 
see how the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could reply te the facts he had addueed. 








275 Finance 
They could not be denied, and they went 
to show how terribly this country had 
been handicapped by the policy of the 
Government in cases in which it had to 
enter into competition with foreign coal. 

He would give one or two concrete in- 
stances of that. Tuke the case of the 
East Railway Company of France. For 
generations that company had drawn their 
locomotive coal from British collieries. 
Last year, for the first time, when in 
making up the prices it was necessary to 
add 1s. per ton—the export duty—a 
burden which the German coalowners 
were not called upon to bear—the contract 
went to Germany, and thus the coal- 
owners of this country lost an order for 
at least 150,000 tons. Similarly we had 
lost important contracts in Rotterdam 
and elsewhere, and this decrease in our 
export trade had taken place, notwith- 
standing an unprecedented fall in shipping 
freights since the coal tax was imposed. 
The fact was, that in order to retain our 
coal export trade coalowners and _ ship- 
owners had been compelled to lay their 
heads together, and it was only when the 
shipowner had shown himself willing to 
accept a substantial reduction in the 
freight, and the coalowner had_ been 
prepared to make a substantial reduction 
of price, that they had been able to retain 
the trade. He ventured to say that the 
whole community was suffering from the 
effect of the tax, and this was especi- 
ally felt in the North of England. 
If they had a reduced number of ships 
taking our exports abroad, it followed 
that they had a reduced number for 
bringing imports to this country, and, as 
a consequence, higher freights were 
charged for those imports. 
look at the trade with France. 
the Committee conceive it possible that, 
in the face of the difficulties we had to 
encounter in connection with the coal 
trade of France, the Government had 
added to those difficulties by giving the 
French producer a bounty equal to 1s. 
per ton. The French absolutely imposed 


Let them | 
Would | 
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an import duty of 11$d. per ton on. 


British coal, and now the British Govern- 
ment had put a further burden on that 


coal by charging an export duty of ls. | . > . 
| tion which ought not to be lost sight of. 


per ton, which was all in favour of the 
French producer. 


The tax on coal was two years ago 


justified largely on the ground that 
the coal trade was at that time ex- 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 


Bill. 


tremely profitable. At the same time 
the fact that other great industries 
were equally profitable was ignored. 
That argument could no longer be used. 
Many qualities of coal were now only 
worth half the price they commanded 
three years ago. Some collieries to-day 
were working at an actual loss, and many 
others were working at little or no profit. 
If the tax were to be continued, however, 
it ought to be made an ad valorem tax, 
with a view to rendering its incidence 
more equitable. Under the present ar- 
rangement some collieries situated near 
the coast had to pay only 6d. a ton for 
placing the coal on board ship while 
others less favourably situated had to pay 
2s. 7d. Thus in one case the price of 
coal at the pit’s mouth was 5s. 5d. if 
sales were made at 5s. 11d., while in 
the other exactly the same quality of 
coal sold at 6s. 1d. only ieft 2s. 6d., there 
being 2s. 7d. carriage and 1s. coal tax to 
deduct. Was it not ridiculous that both 
should pay the sameamountof export duty 4 
It would be a fairer arrangement if the tax 
were levied on the whole output of coal, 
instead of on one portion of it. A tax of 
2d. per ton on the whole output would 
produce nearly as much revenue as was 
obtained at present, and if 1d. were borne 
by the royalty owner and 1d. by the coal- 
owner the burden would be infinitely 
more bearable than it was now. One of 
the professed objects aimed at in imposing 
the tax was to husband our resources of 
the most valuable coal we possessed ; but 
the effect of the tax had been just 
the contrary. Colliery owners were 
accustomed to prolong the life of the best 
and cheapest working seams by working 
concurrently the thinner and more 
expensive seams, so long as they could 
make a profit on the average produce of 
both ; but the result of the tax on export 
collieries had, in many cases, been to 
concentrate working on the cheaper and 
more valuable seams. Therefore the 
object which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said he had in imposing the tax 
had been absolutely defeated, and a 
directly opposite effect was now operating. 
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There was another aspect of the ques- 


There were 825,000 men and boys 
working in the coil mines of the coun- 
try in a most arduous occupation, and 
their wages had, in consequence of this 
coal tax, been considerably decreased. 
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I= Northumberland wages had been | 


reduced no less than 35 per cent., in 


Durham, 31} per cent., and in York- | 


shire, 10 per cent. Wages, at any rate, 
in Northumberland and Durham were 
based upon the selling price of coal at 
the pit, and that price was substantially 
reduced by reason of the coal tax. 
This was not, so far as the counties of 
Northumberland and Durham were 
concerned, a small matter. 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| with other 
justice at the hands of the 


They ex- | 


ported a very large proportion of their | 
output, and in the last two years there | 


had been placed on the cal trade of | 


| coal under section three of The Finance Act, 


these counties in connection with this 
tax an increased burden of £1,300,000. 
Therefore, this was no light burden on 
the coalowners and coal miners, for 
they had had to pay their full share of 
income tax and of the increase in 
Imperial taxation, direct and indirect ; 


section otf the community. 
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arrangements of the present year, there 
was this worse than protective tax—the 
coal tax — imposed on one industry 
alone. It was an unjust tax which 
could not endure if the coal trade along 
industries was to receive 
British 
Parliament. He begged to move the 
following clause— 


New Clause (Reduction of Coal Duty) : 


“On and after the first day of August 
nineteen hundred and three one penn shall 
be substituted for one shilling as the duty on 


1901.” (Mr. Joseph Walton.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second 


time.” 
and the huge increase on local taxation | 
bore on them equally with every other | 


Whereas | 


the Government had remitted half of the | 


rates to the landowners of the country, 


no such remission had taken place for | 


the relief of such a great industry as 
that of coal mining. On the contrary, 
as he had shown, a new tax had been 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said that if the speech of the 
hon. Member proved anything it proved 
that the coal-tax was one which lent 
itself to evas'on and also to fraud. He 
ventured to say that a tax that lent 


| itself to evasion and fraud was one that 


placed upon it without the slightest | 


justification whatever, and in absolute 
violation of all sound principles of the 
incidence of taxation. He did not 


Exchequer would give to-day, but he 
ventured to say that there could !not 
remain long in existence in this coun- 
try a tax levied upon one British export 
only when no corresponding tax was 
levied on any other British export. 
This was a tax which could not be 
approved either by free traders on the 
one hand, or those who were in favour 
of preferential tariffs within the Empire 
on the other. The question now was 


| evaded. 


could not be approved by this House. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer was 


|asked the other day by his hon. friend 


the Member for Merthyr Tydvil as to 


| whether he was aware that in some 
know what reply the Chancellor of the | 


parts of the country this tax was being 
The right hon. Gentleman’s 


‘answer was not very explicit, but it 
| gave them the impression that he was 


| conscious 


that evasions were taking 
place in some parts of the country. 
They knew perfectly well. as had been 
stated by the hon. Member who moved 
the new clause, that fraudulent trans- 


‘actions did take place in reference to 


whether the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
would abolish this tax to-day so that 


they might face the great controversy 
which had arisen as to whether or not 
there should be a change in the fiscal 
policy of this country. They should 
approach the question with the way 
clear. The way had been cleared to 
some extent by the abolition of the 
corn tax. That made the present 


Budget practically a free trade Budget, | 
but, in connection with the financial | 


_ imposed. 


this tax, which had a very injurious 
effect on the wages of the workmen. 
He should like to call the attention of 
the Committee to what happened two 
years ago when this tax was first 
The late Chancellor of the 


|Exchequer at that time rightly de- 


scribed his proposal as a nove] proposal. 
It was novel in the sense that no such 
tax had been in existence in this 
country for more than fifty years. It 
was a novel proposal certainly coming 
from a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whom they had all been previously 
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inclined to regard as a convinced free | not fall on the consumers in this country- 
trader. The proposal coming from such I was talking all the time about the 
a quarter certainly struck them with | interest of consumers in this country. 


surprise because an export duty had 
always been held by political economists 
to be one of the worst forms of protec- 
tion. An export duty constituted a 
bounty to the foreigner. It was a 
bounty given in the interest of the 
foreign producer, and enabled him in 
many cases to compete successfully 
with the home producer in markets where 
he would not otherwise be able to do so. 
In short it was a “graceful concession ” 
to the foreign producer at the expense of 
the home producer. He was quite sure 
that the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who proposed thisduty did not intend that 
it should have that effect. He was quite 
sensible of that, and he was willing to 
make the fullest admission on that point. 
When the miners’ deputation waited upon 
the right hon. Gentleman in April, 1901, 
he distinctly and emphatically said— 

“T intend this tax to fall upon the foreigner 
—that is to say upon the foreign consumer.” 
They knew, as a matter of fact, from 
the statement made by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that this 
tax had not fallen upon the consumer. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Ritcniz, Croydon): Upon 
the consumer in this country. 


*Mr. FENWICK said the right hon. 
Gentleman, in reply to his hon. friend the 
Member for Barnsley, explained that he 
had in his mind the home consumer, but 
none of them ever for one moment 
dreamt that the export duty was likely 
to fall upon the home consumer. He was 
afraid that the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had not even read his own Budget 
speech. He had read it and re-read it, 
and it certainly did not appear clear that 
the right hon. Gentleman had in his 
mind the home consumer when he said 
that it did not fall on the consumer. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Surely my assurance 
on the matter should have satisfied the 
hon. Gentleman. I was talking of the 
home consumer, and if he will read 
through that portion of my speech he 
will observe that | was dealing with the 
question of taxation in this country and 
what taxation should be remitted. I 
mentioned the coal tax as one that did 


Mr. Fenwicl:. 


| 


*Mr. FENWICK said he would accept 
fully and frankly the assurance given by 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but apart from that admission, it appeared 
to him that the right hon. Gentleman in 
his Budget speech indicated that the 
export duty on coal had not been borne 
as the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
assured the House it would be borne, 
namely, by falling upon the foreigner, 
and that neither the coalowner nor miner 
in this country would be any the worse 
for that tax. The deputation that waited 
upon the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
endeavoured to convince him that the 
effect of the export duty would be to 
reduce the export tradeof this country and 
to reduce also the wages of those who were 
engaged in producing for the foreign 
market. The late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer replying to that statement, 
said— 

“T should never have dreamt of proposing 
the tax, and [ should never dream now of press- 
ing it, if 1 thought the result of it would be 
such as you have stated to-day.” 

He thought he would be able to show the 
Committee that, so far st least as the 
North of England was concerned, the 
effect of the operation of the tax had 
demonstrated the accuracy to the very 
letter of all the representations that were 
put before the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol by the miners’ 
deputation two years ago. Our trade 
had fallen off and wages had been reduced 
through the imposition of this tax. The 
exports from north-eastern ports to all 
countries in 1902 showed a decrease of 
no less than 434,525 tons as compared 
with 1901. If they took the nearest 
Continental ports and compared the 
exports from the north-eastern district 
they would find that to such places as 
Belgium, France, Holland, and Germany 
the decrease was even more marked. The 
exportsof coal to these countries amounted 
to 656,450 tons less in 1902 than in 1901, 
and that notwithstanding the fact that 
the freights in that period were unprece- 
dentedly low. If it had not been for that, 
unquestionably the reduction would have 
been considerably greater. And since the 
imposition of that tax the wages of the 
Northumberland miner had decreased by 
124 per cent. On this point of wages it 
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seemed to have been assumed, for the 
purpose of defending this tax on the coal 
industry, and particularly the exporting 
part of that industry, that it was peculi- 


arly fitted both by the profits that were. 


being received by the coalowners and 
the wages of the miners, for the imposi- 
tion of an extra tax. The miners were 
supposed to be receiving—or it was as- 
sumed they were receiving—higher wages 
than the workmen in any other industry ; 
and that the coalowners were making 
more profits than the employers in any 
other industry, and, therefore, that they 


were fit game to be fleeced by the Chan- | 


cellor of the Exchequer, who was in need 
of further revenue. 


Now, what happened? At the time 
when the Government were contem- 
plating the imposition of this duty 
a very remarkable thing took place. The 
Board of Trade, on its own initiative, got 
out statistics covering a period of fifteen 
years—a thing that had never been done 
before, to the best of his knowledge— 
showing the amount of profit made by 
the coalowners, and the wages that were 
being received by the miners, in order to 
demonstrate that the profits of that 
industry were sufficiently large, and that 
the wages were high enough to justify 
the Government, when in search of addi- 
tional revenue, to levy an additional tax 
on that industry. No one ever asked for 
that Return. No Motion was made in 
the House calling for it. And why was 
that Return limited to one industry, while 
there were other industries in which the 
employers were making equally large 
profits and the workmen were receiving 
equally high wages? He knew half-a- 
dozen such. The Return was prepared to 
bolster up a case and to persuade the 
country, which had been undoubtedly 
suffering from the high prices that had to be 
paid for coal, that this was an industry 
on which they ought to saddle some 
higher rate of taxation. And let him 
point out that the part of the industry 
that was selected to be penalised was not 
the one that was responsible for the high 
prices of coal to the home consumer. 
Their coal was produced for the foreign 
market ; their prices were regulated by 
the supply and demand of the foreign | 
market. Their produce did not affect | 
the home market at all. It was the pro- | 
ducer for the home market that got the | 
cream off the milk in 1900 and wr 


‘this increase of taxation. 
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| That part of the industry which received 
|the greatest advantage from the coal 
boom was the part not at all affected by 
the imposition of the tax ; and that part 
which had to compete with the foreigner 
in foreign markets was alone saddled with 
Why should 
not the engineering trade have been 
selected He ventured to say, from the 
reports in the newspapers, that the 
manufacturers of small arms and ammuni- 
tion in and around Birmingham reaped 
quadrupled advantages from the war 
prices compared with the coalowners 
and coal miners. It was a matter of 
common knowledge that the manufactur- 
ers of small arms ammunition in and 
around Birmingham were compelled to 
run their works day and night, so great 
was the demand for their goods. And 
while, before the war, some of these com- 
panies were scarcely able to pay any 
dividend at all, they paid a dividend 
during the war of 150, 200 and more than 
200 per cent. He imagined that the coal- 
owners, whatever their profits, would 
have been very glad to have had their 
dividends run up to anything like 150 or 
200 per cent. during the good times of 
their industry. 


Another consideration which tended, 
in his opinion, to show the iniquity 
of the coal tax was this. The miner 
not only paid his share of taxation 
in every other department—he did that 
justas ungrudgingly as any other taxpayer 
—he made noclamour or complaint that 
he had to pay the taxes which were levied 
equally upon every other citizen in the 
country; but why should he be 
called upon to pay over and above 
—the tea, tobacco, sugar, and corn 
duties—a tax which did not affect any 
other citizen in the United Kingdom ! 
He maintained that that was manifestly 
unfair. Let the Committee conceive 
what this coal tax involved. This tax 
was not a tax upon the value of the 
article at the pit’s mouth. It was a tax 
of 1s. per ton free-on-board, which in- 
cluded all the additional cost of carriage, 
dock and harbour dues. If they took 
the tax on the value of the coal at the 
pit’s mouth it amounted, so far as the 
north-east of England was concerned at 
this moment, to a tax of very slightly 
under 15 per cent.; and, if they took 
the Government figures issued for last 
year, the prices were very much lower 
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now than in 1902—it was equivalent 
to a tax of 13°4 per cent. Now, sup- 
posing a proposal were made in this 
House by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, or any other Member, that a 
tax of 15 per cent. should be imposed 
upon the value of cotton, woollen manu- 
factured goods, upon pig-iron, or steel 
rails, was there a Member of the House 
that represented a constituency which 
would be affected by such a tax that 
would not raise his voice in the strongest 
possible protest against the imposition 
of such a duty! What he had stated 
represented the real facts, so far as 
Northumberland was concerned, and he 
was not concerned with any other 
district. He should be surprised, indeed, 
it the Chancellor of the Exchequer did 
not admit that the county of North- 
umberland, and the North of England 
venerally, had a case of grievance and 
hardship in consequence of the imposition 
of this tax. Again, what was the effect of 
the tax on the inferior sorts of coal? The 
hon. Member .or Barnsley had pointed 
out with some effect that in times when 
prices were fairly high, and the demand 
was fairly keen, coalowners were able 
to dispose of their inferior qualities ot 
coal along with the superior product, 
and managed to make both qualities 
pay. But the moment a depression in 
trade and a decline in prices set in, they 
were driven back to work only the 
superior coal, and to leave the inferior 
coal unworked until the old prices 
returned. And so, in place of keeping 
their best coal for future supplies, that 
quality was being worked out more 
rapidly under the effects of the tax. 
And then the poor seams would not be 
worth going for when the superior 
seams were worked out. He put that 
consideration before the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 

The right hon. Gentleman ‘knew 
that there was a Royal Commission 
at present sitting on coal supply, 
and he dared say it was as well 
known to the right hon. Gentleman as 
to any Member of the House that very 
important expert evidence had been 
wiven before that Commission, tending to 
show the possibility of developments in 
science which might enable us to do 
altogether in the future without the 
wealth of the coal of this country. 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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If their prognostications proved to be well 
founded, then the material wealth which 
the tax prevented from being developed 
might be entirely lost to the community, 
in consequence of further developments 
in scientific research. Was that a wise 
and prudent policy for this country to 
pursue? He submitted it was not. If 
the effect of the tax was, as he believed 
it to be, to prevent the free development 
of the coal fields of this country, then, in 
his judgment, the tax ought to be removed 
as speedily as possible. He wished to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer if he. 
was prepared to grant a Return showing 
the profits of employers and the wages 
of workmen in _half-adozen of the 
largest industries in the country similar 
to the Return showing the coalowners’ 
profits and miners’ wages which was pub- 
lished two years ago tor the purpose of 
supporting this tax. Why should one 
industry be singled out ; and why had 
the Government taken advantage of 
income tax returns and other statistics 
in their possession to give to the world 
what they supposed to be the profit of the 
coalowners and the wages of the miners ? 
That Return was in many respects abso- 
lutely fallacious. | He was not concerned 
to defend the position of the coalowners. 
There were coalowners in the House who 
were able and competent to defend their 
own position ; but he wished to put the 
case of the miners. A Return was issued 
the other day on the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Barnsley bringing the 
Return of 1901 up to date; but as far as 
the wages of the workmen were Ccon- 
cerned, the top wage—viz., the wage paid 
to the coal hewers, was taken as the 
average wage of all classes in the mines. 
That was obviously an unfair way of 
ascertaining the average wage paid to 
miners, because between the wage paid 
to a coal hewer and the wage of the 
lowest paid class in a mine there was a 
margin of from 4s. to 4s. 6d. per day. 
That was, in his judgment, a very unfair 
way, not to use a stronger term, for the 
Government to proceed in order to 
defend this tax. He hoped the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be in the 
position to inform them that he would 
be prepared to grant similar Returns 
with reference to half a dozen of the 
chief industries of the country. If that 
return was granted, it would clearly 
demonstrate that in nearly every other 
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staple industry in the country the profits , 


of the employers and the wages of the 
workmen were higher than in the coal 
industry. When the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was able to remit taxation, 


it would have been wise and prudent on | 


his part to have repealed the coal tax. 
[f instead of taking 4d. in the £ off the 
Income Tax, he had reduced the Income 
Tax to Is. the other ld. would have 
given him all he required in order to 


abolish this tax. He did not agree with | 


the suggestion of the hon. Member for 
Barnsley that it was better to deal 
with this tax by adopting the ad valorem 
principle. That would not make the 
right hon. Gentleman’s path any 
smoother. He suggested to the 
right hon. Gentleman that it would 
be better to repeal the tax altogether. 
{le congratulated the right hon. Gentle- 
man on the courageous way in 
which he faced the corn tax and got rid 
of it ; and he hoped the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would give the Committee an 
assurance that at the earliest opportu- 
nity he would repeal the coal tax also, 
which operated most unjustly and most 
injuriously on certain districts in the 
country. He had the greatest possible 
pleasure in supporting the new clause. 


Mr. F. W. LAMBTON (Durham. 
South-East) said that in offering a few 
remarks to the Committee, he would be 
only tulfilling the wish of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer who asked the hon. 
Member for Barnsley to put down an | 
Amendment in order that the coal tax | 
might be discussed. His right hon. 
friend in his Budget speech said that the | 
coal tax was neither a direct nor an 
indirect tax ; but having listened to the | 
speech of tha hon. Member for the Wans- | 
beck Division, his right hon, friend would | 
have to admit that it was a very direct | 
tax on the export of coal from Northum- 
berland. Eighty per cent. of the coal | 
raised in Northumberland was exported ; | 
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the tax would not injure the coal in 
dustry ; but the figures which had been 
given by the hon. Member for Barnsley 


'and the hon. Member who had just 


spoken showed that the export of coal 
from this country had suffered very con- 
siderably indeed since the tax was intro- 
duced. Since 1900 the export of English 
coal to Holland had diminished by 59 
per cent. and to Belgium by 46 per cent. 
During that period, the export of German 
coal to Holland and France had increased 
by 1.100,000 tons. That showed that 
the tax was a direct bounty to German 
coal. The hon. Member for * Barnsley 
referred to some contracts which had 
been lost owing to the tax. Several 
coal contracts had lately gone to Ger- 
many, which formerly came to this 
country. The contract of the Paris gas 
works which used 300,000 tons of coal 
was lost to England and given to Ger- 
many. That meant to Germany a direct 
bounty of 300,000 shillings. A number 
of other contracts on the Continent had 
also been lost. It was perfectly obvious 
from the figures which had been quoted, 
that the tax had operated very ad- 
versely as regarded the export of English 
coal. Whether that was desirable or 
not he would not now discuss. Thesup- 
portersof thetax might say that the coal 
exports had not, after all, fallen very 
much ;but, owing tothe strikein America, 
750,000 tons of coal were sent to that 


‘country, which, in normal conditions, 


would never have been sent there. 
Further, 500,000 tons of coal had been 
sent to Canada, to the West Indies, and 
other places hitherto supplied by 
America. They had lost a very con- 
siderable portion of their trade; and was 
it probable that they would ever regain it. 


He had no doubt that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would tell the Committee 
that he did all he could to re- 
tain markets, not to lose them. 
It had been already pointed out that this 





. 3 >}country was losing its markets when 
and if the tax was not a direct tax on | freights were lower than ever they had 
Northumberland he could not conceive | heen before. Supposing freights were 
what adirect tax was. The coal tax, like | higher, how could this country possibly 
the corn tax, was liable to misrepresenta | compete with Germany? He would 
tion and misapprehension. When it| point out another fact which showed how 
was introduced two years ago, there! this tax had dislocated the coal trade. 
was a good deal of misrepresentation and | During 1902, the small coal produced 
misapprehension on the part of those | amounted to 3,276,000 tons, an increase 
who supported it. It was then said that | of 2,000,000 tons on the preceding year. 
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That in itself showed what an effect this | 
tax had when coalowners were obliged | 
to send coal abroad at 6s. per ton. That 
must directly affect the wages of the | 
miners. On the general aspect of the | 
question, he wished to know on what | 
principle the tax was going to be main- | 
tained. How could the tax be continued | 
under free trade, as it violated every | 
single principle of free trade? How! 
could it be continued under protection, 
as it violated the principle of protection 
by giving a direct bounty to foreign | 
producers ? He should like to have some | 
light and leading from the Government | 
in this matter. He did not care so much 
about leading, as if he had convictions he | 
did not wait for other people to settle | 
them ; but he should like to have some | 
light on the matter. The more light the | 
better. He did not think that much | 
light had been thrown on fiscal matters | 
during the last few years. They were 
assured that the coa! tax would be entirely | 
paid by the consumer, and that the corn | 
tax would be entirely paid by the ex- | 
porter. He himself was unable to recon- 
cile those two statements. The Govern- 
ment reminded him of the eccentric 
gentleman of whom he read in his youth, 
who, having scratched out both his eyes, 
jumped into a quickset hedge and 
scratched them in again. He held the 
old-fashioned free trade idea that all | 
taxes are paid by the consumer, but his | 
great objection to the coal duty was that | 
it tended to dislocate trade and hamper | 
industry. He wished the Colonial Secre- | 
tary would give them his views on this | 
subject. He strode like a _ colossus 
across the world and appeared to think | 
a great deal about Canada. They would | 
like to know, however, how he recon- | 
ciled this duty on coal with his fiscal 
proposals. He represented in Parlia- 
ment not the Dominion of Canada but | 
the county of Durham, and he should | 
like to know why the interest of that 
county should not be considered. When 
he opposed the coal tax two years ago, he 
was looked upon as a rebel, but he noticed 
there were now quite a number of men 
around him whoused very strong language 
about the Government. He ventured to 
warn the Government two years ago that 
it was a very dangerous thing to taste 
blood, but he did not think the end 


would be so soon. Now the rope was 
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already dangling from the tree. He 
Mr. F. W. Lambton. 
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referred to a speech by the Colonial 
Secretary in favour of the coal tax in 
1901, in which he said the miners had 
gained by the war and should pay their 
share of the expenses. It was an entirely 
new idea to his mind that war was more 
profitable than peace, and he showed by 
a comparison of prices between three years 
ending 1900 and the three years ending 
1890 that the war did not increase the 
profits of the coalowners, and therefore 


_ there was no reason to penalise the miners 


by extra taxation. If the Colonial 
Secretary was going to carry out that 
penalising policy how would they get on 
in a war of tariffs ? Would the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer put taxes on the 
trades which could be shown to have 
benefited ? If so, great difficulties would 
be imposed in the way of the new fiscal 
policy. He hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would give them some hope of 
the remission of this duty which pressed 
so heavily upon a great industry in the 
North of England. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said that if the figures which the hon. 
Gentleman had given were true, he was 
surprised that the coalowners did not at 
once join the Party opposite. If he 
were a coalowner he certainly would. 
He rose to emphasise what had been sai 
by the hon Member for Wansbeck. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had remitted 
the corn tax and he would have liked to 
have seen the right hon. Gentleman take 
off this tax on coal as well. But half a 
loaf was better than no bread, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman, having 
remitted the corn tax, would next year see 
his way to remitting the coal duty. Some 
of them had had an opportunity of meet- 
ing the Chancellor of Exchequer in a 
smaller room than this, this year, and on 
that occasion they had put forward 
certain figures, and although those figures 
did not accord with those of the right 
hon. Gentleman, he hoped at some future 
time they might have an opportunity of 
hearing from the right hon. Gentleman a 
fuller explanation of the figures he 
adopted. He gave the right hon, Gentle- 
man credit for being the most British 
Chancellor of the Exchequer they had 
known for some time. The right hon. 
Gentleman was staunch in his opinions and 
determined in expressing what he believed 
to be the correct view; in facing a position 
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every true man would face, he had the 
tenacity of the British bulldog and the 
courtesy of a British gentleman. Thefigures 
given by the right hon. Gentleman at the 
meeting to which he had referred did not 
present the case fairly. Thé figures in 
relation to output and wages were for the 
years 1899 and 1902, which was not a 
fair comparison. Had it not been for the 
fact that 1900 was a bumper year, as 
regarded both profits and wages, the tax 
would never have been imposed. The 
greater output was due, not to the tax, 
but to the natural development of the 
trade. Even in the most depressed years 
there had been progress in the volume of 
the trade. In 1902 they were reaping 
the benefit of the contracts made in the 
brisk time of 1900. The Committee 
would remember that in 1901 the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had to 
exempt from the tax contracts made 
prior to April in that year, simply because 
he had been unaware that such contracts 
were made. This was a question which 
could not be settled by a single year’s 
experience. It had been clearly proved 
by taking years which afforded a fair 
comparison, say 1900 and 1902, that the 
trade was going back rapidly. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer drew a 
glowing picture of the prosperity of the 
trade under the shilling tax, according to 
which, if the tax had been increased to 
2s., the gates of the millennium wouldhave 
heen opened, and those concerned would 
have been at once transported to an 
economic paradise. The right hon. 
Gentleman had made out that they were 
far more prosperous with the tax than | 
without it, but that was simply because 
the years 1900-2 did not afford a fair 
comparison. 
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Allusion had been made to the north- | 
east. Durham was deeply interested in 
this question. His concern was for work- 
men. As secretary to a trades union he 
had regard to the position of the em- 
ployers, because whatever militated 
against them militated against the work- | 
men, and whatever improved their posi- 
tion improved that of the workmen 
also; but at present he wished to speak | 
with regard to the position of the. 
workmen. Figures had been quoted | 


which showed conclusively that since | 


the imposition of the tax British trade | 
had dwindled in Continental markets. | 
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'In the markets of Holland, Belgium, 
‘and France, British trade had diminished 
to the extent of 747,000 tons. Accord- 
ing to a Return granted to the hon. 
Member for the Wansbeck Division, 
the average annual output per man and 
boy employed in the mines of this 
country was 284 tons, so that the 
diminution to which he had referred 
represented the labour of 2,630 persons. 
If the tax meant that in a time of com- 
parative prosperity, what would it mean 
if the trade got back to the level oi, 
say, 1886, when wages in Durham were 
only 3} above the standard as compared 
with 314 now? If the tax had 
prevented the employment of 2,630 
persons in a time of prosperity, what 
would it mean when the trade reached 
low prices at which, from natural causes, 
the inferior pits had to stop working. 
There was also another side to the ques- 
ion. The tax was not only restricting 
our markets, but raising and strengthen- 
ing a strong competitor. Without the 
shilling tax he believed the development 
of the German coalfields would not have 
taken place. The following statement 
had recently appeared in a newspaper :— 


‘There is remarkable activity in the German 
coal trade. Exhaustive surveys are being made 
with a view to sinking new shafts; experi- 
mental borings are being made; and one 
colliery expects in a year’s time to treble its 
present output. Hopesare being largely enter- 
tained with regard to the future, and it is 
anticipated that Durham coal will eventually 
be lost entirely so far as the German steamship 
lines are concerned.” 


One of the most serious evils that could 
arise from the tax was the strength and 
activity it imparted to the German coal 
trade. The imposition of this tax 
lessened the chances of the British com- 
petitor to contend successfully with the 
German trade. Capital was _ being 
rushed into the German coalfields ; large 
developments were taking place: pits 
were being sunk—all because the 
people of Germany, likewise business 
men, saw that they were able, in conse- 
quence of the imposition of this tax, 
successfully to compete with British 
coal. According to the report of a Com- 
mittee appointed by the North of 
England Steamship Owners Association, 
the exports of coal from Germany in 
1902ascompared with 1901, hadincreased, 
by 515,000 tons to Holland, 455,000 tons 
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to Belgium, and 183,000 tons to France. 
The markets which they could have 
commanded on the north-east coast had 
been lost because they had increased the 
power of the German coal producers to 
compete and cut them out in foreign 
markets. There were coalowners in the 
House who could say that they had lost 
markets because they could not afford 
under their contracts to lose this 1s. per 
ton. The table he had mentioned con- 
tained the percentages of reduction of 
wages which had been lost to the 
workers, and hon. Members should not 
be surprised if heat was introduced into 
the remarks of the four or five hon. 
Members who represented the miners, 
more especially from the districts where 
this embargo had been placed upon 
coal. The representatives of the miners 
would stand condemned if they did not 
enter their protest, because they saw the 
position of those they represented being 
jeopardised, and the possibility of the 
miners being thrown out of employment 
and their wives and children wanting 
bread. The result might be that whole 
villages would be depopulated, because 
they depended upon the miners’ earnings. 
In the counties of Durham and North- 
umberland, und every mining district of 
this country, there were large villages 
absolutely dependent on the work of the 
miners. If by any:natural means, over 
which they had no control, villages were 
depopulated, it was a sad calamity, but 
if, by the Act of Parliament, this happened 
it was to them a question of real heart- 
burning, and made them do all they 
could to prevent such a calamitous tax 
being imposed. They had been told that 
in 1900 wages were 65 per cent. above 
the standard, but since that time they 
had suffered to the extent of 31} per 
cent. reduction in wages. What did that 
mean toa workman ? Let hon. Members 
put themselves in the position of a work- 
man whose wages had suffered this 
serious reduction. Think of the limita- 
tions this meant upon the miner’s com- 
forts, and how it deprived him, not 
merely of comforts, but of the necessaries 
of life. If hon. Members would look 
carefully at this Return they would find 
in it the words “estimated” and 
‘assumption ”” and “approximate,” but 
they would not find the word “average.” 
In a real statement there should be no 
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words like those, but there should be a 
plain statement or no statement at all. 
Not long ago he headed a deputation to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and one 
point put forward was that they had 
nothing to complain of as far as their 
wages were concerned. He wished to 
point out, however, that the figures 
upon which the right hon. Gentleman 
based his statement were put into his 
hands by other people. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I took them from the 
printed Returns. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that if 28s. 
was paid to every man in a mine it 
would not be too much for a miner who 
had to work sometimes between ten and 
twelve hours per day. There were 
thousands of men who worked in mines 
at 5s. or 6s. a week less than this wage, 
and he asked if that was too much for 
men who had to work under such dark 
and dangerous conditions. He contended 
that coal should bear no tax at all. If 
the sugar duty remained they would pay 
it, and they would pay the tea duty; but 
he contended that they had no right what- 
ever, and their trade had no right, to bear 
this increased embargo and prohibition. 
How did this tax fall upon the foreigner ! 
Was the sugar bounty any parallel ! 
How would the foreigner pay the Is. 
tax? Was the foreigner not as keen in 
his trading propensities as those in this 
country ? Did the foreigner not believe 
in buying in the cheapest market and 
selling in the dearest. How could they 
expect the foreigner to pay this tax ! 
This tax limited the power of the con- 
sumer in this country to buy the 
necessaries of life; he knew that at 
present they were talking without hope, 
but he would conclude by asking the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to look at 
this thing in a businesslike manner, and if 
next year he could see his way to remove 
the tax he would earn the gratitude of 
the whole mining community of this 
country. 


*Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said that two years 
ago he opposed the imposition of this 
tax because he thought it would be very 
mischievous and injurious to the coal 
industry and more particularly to the 
coal industry of Northumberland and 
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Durham. All these prophecies he put 
forward had in his judgment been largely 
realised. The first statement he made 
was that undoubtedly where they had 
competition with other producers of coal 
they would lose a good portion of their 
trade, and he specially mentioned as 
illustrations Holland, Belgium, Germany 
and France. The figures which had 
been put before the Committee had 
justified everything which he said upon 
that occasion. Almost in every case 
where they had succeeded in retaining an 
old contract, in the countries he had 
mentioned, it had been done only by 


taking 1s. per ton less than if 
there had been no coal tax. Not only had 


the employers suffered, but the tax must 
of necessity affect the miners’ wages. 
No one who had any experience of tran- 
sactions in fixing the wages of miners, 
would deny that undoubtedly this 1s. 
per ton had affected wages. He could 
show how inequitable this tax was as a 
revenue-producing tax, but he would 
content himself with saying that he 
thought no Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had any right to select a small portion 
of any particular industry and put 
a tax upon it for revenue purposes. 
He admitted that when the tax was first 
proposed there were some strong reasons 
for increasing the revenue of the country, 
but these reasons were gone. There was 
a serious war in operation, but that had 
now ceased. He was satisfied, from 
what he had seen of the character and 
ability of the right hon. Gentleman, that 
when he looked at the tax, and found 
the mischievous nature of it in con- 
nection with the “coal industry, he 
would ultimately abolish it. He was 
certain that no man who went into this 
question with an impartial mind could 
come to any other conclusion than that ; 
apart from its revenue-bearing strength 
it was most mischievous, and that 
the country actually lost more by the 
injury that it inflicted upon industry than 
it gained in the way of revenue. 

He would like to refer to one or two 
questions which had been mooted, but had 
not been sufficiently dealt with. A Paper 
had been issued showing the profits of 
coalowners. He failed to understand 
why there should have been a special 
Paper issued with regard to the profits 
in the coal industry, while other in- 
dustries which were equally profitable 
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during the boom of the last two or 
three years were practically left out. 
He could not understand why coal- 
owners should have been penalised in 
this way. The only reason for that, he 
thought, was that coal was sold to 
individual consumers at very high prices, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
thought if the profits of the coalowners 
were shown toevery voter the tax would 
easily pass on account of the strong 
feeling against coal producers in the 
country. That would possibly have 
been a strong argument it the tax had 
been put on the whole of the producers, 
but one-fifth of the coal industry only 
had been selected to pay the tax. Every- 
body who knew about the industry 
knew that it was the most speculative 
carried on in this country, and that one 
year’s profits or losses could not be 
taken as a guide or criterion as to the 
results of the general industry. In the 
statement issued by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer the profits were shown 
for seventeen years, after deducting a 
certain amount for wages, and working 
expenses other than wages. It would 
have been very much better if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had given 
what these other expenses were, so that 
the statement would have shown clearly 
to the House and the country what were 
the actual profits realised by the coal- 
owners. The right hon. Gentleman had 
failed to do that. He was going to do 
that, and let the House see whether 
there was anything in this special 
industry to justify a tax of this kind. 
He would make an_ estimate of 
what the other expenses were. He 
had made some inquiries and found 
that the lowest at which they could put 
these expenses was Ils. 9d. per ton. 
There were cases in Wales where 
the expenses other than wages amounted 
to 2s. per ton, and he knew of cases 
where they were as high as 2s. 6d. per 
ton ; and in taking as a basis Is. 9d. per 
ton he thought he was adopting a fair 
figure. Taking 1s. 9d. per ton it 
amounted to £87,500 on a million tons. 
In the first year referred to in the Paper 
the amount left for expenses and coal- 
owners’ profits showed that on every 
million tons produced in this country 
there was an actual loss to the employers 
or producers of £12,500. In 1887 it 
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came to a loss of £11,000, in 1888 a loss 
of £8,500, and in 1889, £23,500. He 
found that taking the standard he had 
mentioned—and he challenged the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer to contradict the | 


statement—in eight of these seventeen 


years there was an actual loss on every | 


year, while in the other nine years there 
was profit. Sometimes the loss reached 
as high as £32,500 per million tons. 
Taking the quantity of coal produced 


during these seventeen years, and esti- , 


mating the capital employed at 10s. per 
ton, which by all experts was recognised as 


a fair and reasonable sum, and without | 


taking into consideration any money 
which had been lost through collieries 
having been closed, and taking the 
whole losses and profits together, it 
represented a yield upon that capital of 
2-7 per cent., for the ten years 1892 to 
1901 it was 4°68 per cent. That was 
without taking into consideration exhaus- 
tion of seams or depreciation. He chal 
lenged anyone in this House to say 
whether that was a large rate of interest 


to be received on such a fluctuating and | 


uncertain trade as the coal trade. He 
said it was not. These figures were not 
sufficient justification for putting a special 
tax upon this particular industry. He 
admitted that there were certain pits 
where the profits were large, but they 
could not select one pit or one owner 
and make that a standard for the whole. 
They must take the average of the whole 
industry and deal with the industry as 
a whole. [t was the opinion of every ex- 
pert who had gone into the matter, and it 


was in accordance with the evidence given | 


before the Royal Commission, that for fifty 
or sixty years the profits in the coal 
industry did not average 5 percent. upon 
the capital employed. He challenged 


the right hon. Gentleman to disprove | 


that when the tax was first imposed 


it was done because people thought the | 
coalowners were making huge profits. | 


They did for one year, but it was not 
fair to deal with the industry for one 
year. 
the Exchequer would not like to deal 
in that way with the income tax in con- 
nection with coal mining. In regard to 
the question of income tax they took an 
average of five years. There was no case 
whatever made out for any special taxa- 
tion of the coal industry. He would 


Sir James Joicey. 
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| appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 
| go into this question with an impartial 
|mind. He was certain that if he did so 
'he would come to the conclusion that it 
was most proper to abolish the tax. 
There had been an unanswerable case put 
forward, and he hoped to hear from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that he 
would give due consideration to the 
arguments. 


Lorb HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
he desired to say a word in explanation 
of the vote he intended to give on the 
present occasion. Everyone on both 
sides of the House agreed that generally 
speaking an export tax was a bad kind of 
tax. The case in favour of this tax was 
that the commodity to which it related 
stood ina peculiar position and had special 
advantages, and that, therefore, it 
was possible to impose upon it, by way 
of exception, an export tax without find- 
ing ourselves involved in the difficulties 
which usually attended the imposition of 
taxes of thischaracter. Tothat argument 
the answer was made that it was unfair,. 
but it was not so, unless it was clearly 
‘shown that this export tax was driving 
English coal out of foreign markets, and 
that we were suffering by the dislocation 
of industry the other evils which were 
ordinarily associated with this sort of 
taxation. Well, it was obvious that the 
export tax so far had not shown this, 
but that the effect was rather in the 
opposite direction. In all these economic 
_ questions nothing was more hazardous 
| than to build a conclusion on experience 
extending only to a year or two years. 
There were so many confusing elements 
in all these fiscal problems that if they 
were hastily to assume that one parti- 
| cular cause was at the root of any econo- 
mic phenomena, then they were liable, 
_unless they extended their experience 
over a very wide period of time indeed, 
to make a mistake. Therefore, it must 
_be ultimately for experience to show 
whether this tax had the bad effects 
which were attributed to it or not. It 
would be wiser to continue it a little 
_ longer in order that they might have an 
|opportunity of forming a more secure 
| judgment. There was also the argument 
that after all they must get money 
'somewhere, and that it was not easy to 
see any other source which would not be- 
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exposed to objections even of a more 
weighty character than those which 
were stated against this tax. He did 
not think that he need enter into the 
question of the corntax. The objections 
to that tax were certainly far greater 
than those to the coal tax; but he 
thought also that, having regard to the 
enormous importance of reducing the 
income tax in time of peace so that we 
might have a great fund to draw upon 
in time of war—an object of national 
policy of the highest importance—he 
did not think it was reasonable to say 
that the reduction of the income tax 
was a thing which ought not to have 
been undertaken on as large a scale in 
the circumstances of the present 
Budget. It followed that we must 
retain this tax unless some new tax 
were put on or an attempt made to 
find some new source of revenue. These 
two considerations pointed to retaining 
the coal tax. Nobody could deny that 
this tax, in common with all other taxes, 
was, in itself, a very bad thing; and the 
true lesson to learn from all this was 
that the solution of our difficulties was 
to be found in practising a larger 
measure of economy in our national 
expenditure. If we did that we could 
reduce taxation; but not otherwise. 
This conclusion led him to support the 
Government in the division which was 
about to take place. 


One slighter but not  inconsider- 
able argument he would -refer to. 
He thought it would be agreed by 
many hon. Members that it was most 
desirable to give his right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
support which, as manager of the 
national finances, he was ordinarily 
entitled to look to this House to give 
him, and which he had, in himself 
in a very special degree, earned by the 
ability, moderation, and firmness he 
had displayed in discharging the duties 
of his high position. Expressing 
therefore no approbation of taxation 
in general, and not denying that there 
were great objections to an export tax 
which might operate against this trade— 
but which did not seem to be quite 
clearly proved yet—and admitting that 
there was a case for continued con- 
sideration and inquiry into the subject, 
he thought that until economy had 
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enabled us to achieve that great object 
which all had at heart—the lightening 
of the burdens of the people—the 
Committee ought to support the 
Budget as it stood and not ask for 
any further reduction of taxation from 
his right hon. friend. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) said that the North 
had been well represented in the debate, 
and he thought it was time that some 
hon Member should say something for 
South Wales. If anything was more 
condemnatory of the coal tax than 
another it was the fact that they had 
already had six speeches against it and 
only one in its favour, from the noble 
Lord who had just sat down, though 
some parts of the noble Lord’s speech 
seemed to be equally condemnatory of 
the tax as those previously delivered. 
It had been said— 

**One would have thought that colliers had 
such a peculiarly good position as would 
justify the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
putting on this coal tax.” 

He did not know which side of the House 
would support that. Was it because 
the colliers’ occupation was the most 
dangerous of all trades in the country ; 
was it because the collier was the man 
who produced, at great danger to his 
life, that commodity which was essential 
to the comfort of all the other people 
in the country? He did not think 
that these ecnsiderations would justify 
the imposition of this tax. Neither did 
the collier’s wages. The collier’s wages 
in South Wales in 1902 amounted to 
£1 8s, 2d. for working ten hours a day 
down in the bowels of the earth amid 
vitiated air, and at every stroke of his 
pick by which he earned his living, he 
was at the peril of his life. Was 28s. a 
week such an enormous wage that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would be 
justified in taking 2s. off it? Moreover, 
wages in South Wales had since gone 
down another 5 per. cent. Still further, 
the average wage had been calculated on 
that of the hewer, who was the highest 
paid man in the pit—the wage of the other 
classes of colliers not coming anything 
near his. And yet the average of the 
hewers’ wages was taken for a justifica- 
tion of the tax. Why was the collier, 
of all men in the Kingdom, selected 
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to have an export tax put upon what 


he produced, and an import tax on | 


what he ate? Was there any other work. 
man in the community who was more 
serviceable to the community? Was 
there any other workman who more 
freely endangered his life in plying his 
vocation ? Why was he selected to pay 
a tax upon what he produced in addition 


to the taxes upon what he ate and drank | 


equally with the other workmen in the 
country ? 


It had been said that the colliers 
were not favourable to war. He would 
be glad to think that they were not— 
not that they were afraid if they had 
reason to think that the country had 
need of their services. Did not the colliers 
see in Glamorganshire, as well as in 
the North, their sons and their brothers 
going out with alacrity to the late war ? 
Did they not contribute largely and freely 
out of their pockets towards the support 
of the widows and the orphans made by 
the war? Why then should these men 
be selected out of the whole community 
to bear this double burden ? The figures 
which had been produced in support of 
the coal tax were false figures. There 
could be no doubt that the shilling export 
tax on coal from this country was a 
bounty given to the foreigner. The 
Germans were coming into England and 


taking the trade from England, but how , 


were they going to be driven out ? The 
home consumers thought in South 
Wales that they were going to get their 
coal cheaper on account of the coal tax ; 
but they never made a greater’ mistake. 
The colliery owners made out two 
invoices to the foreign buyer, but only 
one, from which the workmen were paid, 
came into their books. The, employers 
got all the benefit of the tax, and the 
workers the loss What did that mean ? 
Since last June the colliers had lost in 
wages in South Wales no less than 
30 per cent. In other words the poor 
colliers’ wives had 6s. less in the £ at the 
end of the week with which to carry on 
the home and the family. Prices were 
going down again gradually, although 
the right hon. Gentieman was able to 
prove to a deputation that the coal trade 
had not suffered last year. But if the 
trade had been left to the operation of 
the tax, it certainly would have suffered. 


In South Wales they had lost during the | 


Mr. William Abraham. 
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' first three-quarters of the year; prices 
'were decreasing, and they were selling 
‘less coal. Then came the French strike, 
and the American strike, wth the result 
that there was an extra demand. Had 
‘it been left to the operation of the coal 
tax the workmen would have been earn- 
ing less when they had work and would 
also have had less work. It could also 
be easily proved that those least able to 
bear the tax had to bear the most of it. 
The tax was unfair in its incidence. He 
thought that the Committee was really 
losing time in prolonging the discussion. 
They knew that recently the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was affected by argu- 
ment. They had facts and figures which 
proved the justice and necessity, when 
the time came, of removing the coal tax ; 
and he, as one of the representatives of 
the workers in the House, hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would take the 
earliest possible opportunity of repealing 
it. 


*Mr. BURT (Morpeth) said that having 
spoken at great length, at almost uncon- 
scionable length, in opposing the imposi- 


‘tion of the tax, and after what had been 


so well said by his hon. friend who had 
just spoken, by his hon. friend the 
Member for the Wansbeck Division, 
and other hon. Members who spoke from 
the same standpoint as himself, and 
who had adduced a great many of 
the statistics and arguments he had in- 
tended to apply, he did not think it 
would be necessary for him to detain 
the Committee for more than a few 
minutes. Circumstances had changed 
considerably since the tax was imposed. 
They had now a new Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. He did not suppose that the 
right hon. Gentleman was lying on a bed 
of roses, but he certainly did not occupy 
quite the prickly couch of his prede- 
cessor. His predecessor had to face 
an enormous deficit when he imposed the 
tax, and had either to raise additional 
taxation or to add to the National Debt ; 
and, in fact, he was compelled to do both. 
The present Chancellor of the Exchequer 


_ was fortunate enough to have a surplus, 


and to be in a position to remit taxation. 
He agreed with his hon. friend who com- 
plimented the right hon. Gentleman on 
the staunchness and bravery he exhibited 
in abolishing the corn tax. But the 
coal tax was an entirely exceptional tax. 
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It was the only export duty that was 
imposed ; and, unlike the corn tax, the 
sugar tax, and the tea tax, it was not 
broadly based. It applied only to one 
industry, and only to a very small section 
of that industry. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, on the preceding day, pointed out 
with reference to the corn tax that it 
really did not broaden the basis of taxa- 
tion because it applied to the same people 
who paid tea and other duties. 
same was true of the coal tax, which 
had not even the merit of being a 
broadly based tax. Figures had been 
quoted to show the great reduction in 
exports of coal which had taken place 
during the two years the tax had been 
in operation. He did not know whether 
those figures had been thoroughly 
realised by the Committee. Comparing 
1900, which was admittedly an excep- 
tional year, with 1901, there was a fall 
of 3,212,116 tons in the exports. That 
was absolutely unprecedented. The 
coal trade was a very fluctuating trade, 
but exports had been rising for a con- 
siderable period. In fact, during the last 
fifty years, with the exception of a very 
few years, the rise in the export of coal 
had been steady and continuous ; and 
when there was a diminution it was 
very slight, and generally the following 
year showed a complete recovery. The 
only exception to that was when there 
were coal strikes in this country. It 
was quite true that last year there was 
but 


a considerable recovery, yet the 
export was 940,000 tons below that 
of 1900; and had it not been for the 


strikes in France and the United States | 


there would have been a much greater 
diminution. 


He would not now argue the ques- 
tion, although it was a very interesting 
one, as to whether it was desirable 
that this country should export coal or 
not. A great deal might be said as to 
that. He could quite understand, and to 
a certain extent sympathise with, the 
position of those who viewed with a 
certain amount of equanimity, if not 
satisfaction, the diminution of the coal 
export of the country. He believed his 
hon. friend the Member for East Islington 
adopted that view. He agreed that it 
would be infinitely better if they had | 
a healthy home market rather than 
have to export coal, which was, after all, 
to some extent the national capital. | 
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But when people talked about saving 
coal for posterity, he would point out 
that the patriotism of a man who 
was prepared to sell the rights of 
posterity at the rate of ls. a ton could 
not be very glowing. The Chancel'or of 
the Exchequer would not get any income 
| if coal were not exported ; and, therefore, 
he would have a sort of divided interest 
on this question; and would hardly 
agree with those who regretted the 
export of coal. He had a certain 
amount of regard for posterity and he 
should like to leave posterity a better 
legacy than an enormous National Debt. 
They had, however, to look after the 
| present generation also. According to 
his hon. friend the senior Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil, who had gone very 
carefully into the question, there were 
200,000 men engaged in and about coal 
mines who were entirely dependent on 
the export of coal for a livelihood ; and 
that number excluded seamen, trimmers, 
railway men, and a number of 
others connected with the exportation 
of coal. Therefore, the Committee 
shculd look to the interests of 
‘the present generation, and not inflict 
an undoubted hardship upon them. He 
would like to say a word in regard to 
the direction in which the exports had 
gone. Northumberland was more largely 
dependent on the export of coal 
than any other county. Eighty per 
cent. of her coal went abroad, the 
greater partto the Baltic ports. It went 
to Holland, Belgium, and Russia, and it 
had been pointed out that whilst there 
had been an enormous diminution in 
the amount of coal sent to Holland and 
Belgium from this country, there had 
been a considerable increase in the 
exports from Germany to those countries, 
and nothing could more conclusively 
| prove that this diversion of trade was 
caused largely, if not wholly, by this tax. 
He had no objection to Germany or any 
|other country flourishing or entering 
into fair competition with us. The 
more prosperous other countries were tlie 
better it was for us as a general rule. 
| But he did object that this country 
| should practically give a bounty to 
Germany in order to displace us in those 
_ markets, and that was the undoubted 


“effect of this tax. 
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The hon. Member for Mid Durham, 
who spoke with great force, had 
referred to a circular issued by 
the North of England Steamship 
Owners Association. Whatever might 
be the case with others, they had 
approached this subject from a purely 
commercial point of view, and they had 
made out a case that they had suffered 
through this tax and it had caused a 
great diminution of freights. They were 
looking forward to be able to shift their 
part of the burden on to the mine- 
owners and miners. It wasonly human 
nature for everyone to attempt to shift 
burdens upon others, and that no one 
could object to, but the miner 
would have to endeavour to protect 
himself, and if they could convince the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that the 
miners were the chief sufferers doubtless 
the right hon. Gentleman would remit 
the burden as quickly as possible. The 
exporting districts had suffered by far 
the greatest reductions in wages, and 
if they increased the difficulty of 
getting a market for their coal 
wages to that extent would be further 
reduced. It was mainly on that ground 
that he asked the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to look carefully into the 
question. His contention was that this 
was an unjust, unfair, and iniquitous 
tax, and one which ought to be 
abolished without delay. 


Finance 


*Mr. RITCHIE said this very im- 


portant question had been brought 
before the Committee in speeches 
of great moderation and _ ability. 


He could assure hon. Members that if 
they had assumed from anything which 
he had said that he thought men who 
were engaged in this perilous and dis- 
agreeable employment were overpaid, 
they had drawn conclusions which 
he never intended that they should 
draw. He thought there was no class 
of the community whose labour and 
risk were greater than those who went 
down into the mines. He could assure 
hon. Members that he should regret 
deeply any step which would permanently 
reduce the wages which miners earned. 
The reasons urged for the remission of 
this duty had been that the output had 
Mr. Burt. 
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diminished ; that the exports ‘had de- 
creased ; that wages had been in conse- 
quence greatly reduced, and that employ- 
ment had diminished. If those allega- 
tions had been made out there would be 
an extremely strong case for the recon- 
sideration of this tax. But the investi- 
gations which he had been able to make 
into this subject led him to believe that 
those allegations had not been made out, 
and could not be justified by any facts 
which were before the Committee. So 
far as the general output of the mines 
was concerned, hon Gentlemen opposite 
had taken the year 1900 for the purposes 
of comparison. But 1900 was a very 
exceptional year, and they were hardly 
justified in dealing with it as a normal 
year, and then arguing that wages 
had been reduced abnormally, and that 
the output had diminished abnormally. 
The year 1900 was a year of great 
prosperity for the mining districts, and 
all classes interested in mining partook 
of the advantages of that prosperity. 
The mineowners made large sums of 
money. He made no complaint of that, 
because no doubt it was true they had 
had other years which were very poor 
years. But in 1900 the prices of coal 
were enormously high, the profits made 
by the owners were very high, and as 
the wages the miners earned depended 
on the price obtained for the coal, they 
also were exceptionally high. For the 
purposes of comparison it would be 
admitted that the year 1900 was ex- 
ceptional, and from his point of view 
he would be justified so far as output 
and exports were concerned in reverting 
to years which did not partake of tlie 
exceptional character of 1900, but he 
was quite prepared to argue the ques- 
tion of exports even from the point of 
view of the year 1900. Now with regard 
to the output. In 1897 it was 202,000,000 
tons, and in 1898 it was exactly the 
same. In 1899 it was 220,000,000 tons ; 
in 1900, 225,000,000 tons; in 1901, 
219,000,000 tons; and in 1902 it went 
up to 227,000,000 tons. So that, com- 
paring 1900 with 1902, there was a very 
substantial rate of increase, and he could 
not reconcile that with the allegations 
that employment haddiminished. Then 
take the figures with regard to exports. 
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He could not understand from where | 
the hon. Gentleman who had just | 
addressed the Committee had got his | 
figures as to exports. He presumed 
— his figures did not include bunker 
coal. 


*Mr. BURT: No. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE said he was glad to 
have given the hon. Member the 
opportunity of saying what he had. 
because the impression left on his mind 
was that the allegation was that the 
Return had been manufactured—that 
the figures had been collected for the 
purpose of proving some specific allega- 


‘tion. He could assure the hon. Gentle- 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that was a most. 


important omission, because, thongh 
bunker coal did not pay duty, it had 


to be taken out of the ground and was 


sent out of the country. It was there- 
fore just as much exported as if the 
shilling duty were paid upon it. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said the 
figures he gave were for the north- 
eastern ports, and showed that, as com- 
pared with 1900, there was a reduction 
of 2,000,000 tons in 1901, and 2,600,000 
in 1902, and that the bunker increase 
was only 200,000 tons. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he would deal 


with those ports immediately. He was | 


now referring to the figures given by 
the hon. Member for Morpeth. He 
would like to say here one word in 
deprecation of the allegation that the 


had been “got up” for the purpose of 
making out a case. No one who knew 
anything about the Board of Trade 
would believe that that Department 
would be at all likely to endeavour to 
manipulate figures in order to make out 
a case. The officials of the Board of 
Trade were absolutely incapable of 
manipulating figures to order on any 
matter whatever, and he would say 
especially on matters which affected the 
working classes. 


*Mr. FENWICK said he never for a 
moment suggested that the Board of 
Trade had manipulated the figures or 
that any suggestion had been made to 
them to do so. The question he asked 
was why they had been got out. They 
were got out for this specific debate on 
the coal tax, and not on the Motion or 
at the request of any hon. Member. He 
also said they were exceptional in their | 


Return to which reference had been made | 107,000,000 tons. 


man that he was perfectly certain that 
those who tabulated these figures were 
quite incapable of doing anything of the 
kind, and he was equally certain that 
no Minister would ever ask them to pro- 
duce figures of that kind. He would 
now give the figures of the export 
trade of the United Kingdom in 
various years. He would begin with the 
year 1898, when the exports were 
47,827,000 tons. In 1899 they were 
55,338,000 tons; in 1900, 57,850,000 
tons; in 1901 there was a very small 
drop ; but in 1902 the figures had risen up 
to no less than 60,046,000 tons. That was 
a very startling total. Something had 
been said about the German output, and 
it had been alleged that the Germans 
were beating us out of our markets. 
What were the figures? In 1900 the 
German output was 109,000,000 tons, in 
1901, 108,000,000 tons, and in 1902, 
So that, as far as any 
competition with Germany was concerned, 
while we had been increasing our output 
the German output had been diminishing. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON asked the right 
hon. Gentleman if he would give the 
figures as to the invasion of our markets 
in Holland, Belgium, and France. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he had not got 
the figures. It was all very well to talk 
of the invasion of markets and of con- 
tracts being lost, but there were many 
other causes for the loss of contracts be- 
sides the shilling duty. The loss of 
contracts happened to merchants of all 


_ classes who had to compete with Germany 
or any other country, and was not at all 
| limited to coal. 
/to happen in countries where they had 
| hitherto had a monopoly, because having 
'secured a particular market merchants 


It was the more likely 


might think they could get a higher price 


character, inasmuch as there had never | than they otherwise would, and on the 
—_ any similar figures produced to| other hand a competitor would perhaps 
the House. 


quote at a low figure in order to obtain 
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entrance to a market from which he had 
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been excluded. He regretted, of course, | asked whether the increase had taken place 
that coal contracts had been lost to this | in the districts affected by the coal tax or 


country, but he thought it would be quite 
a mistake to assume that they had been 
lost because of the shilling duty. Now 
with regard to the North-Eastern ports. 
The exports in 1899 were 15,100,000 tons ; 


in 1900, 15,800,000 tons ; 1901, 16,400,000 | 


tons ; and in 1902, 16,184,000 tons. An 
hon. Gentleman said that not only had 
the exports decreased but that the 
decrease was going on. What were the 
facts? He had with him the figures for 
the first three months of this year, and 
he would compare them with those for 
the first three months of 1901 and 1902. 
In 1901 the first quarter’s export of coal 
from the United Kingdom amounted to 
]2,334,000 tons, in 1902 to 13,012,000 
tons, and in 1903, when they were told 
the exports were still falling off, to 
14,500,000 tons. Far from there being the 
smallest symptom of decrease in the ex- 
ports of coal there was every indication that 
they were going on at an increased ratio. 
He would take the North-Eastern ports. 
The exports from the North-Eastern ports 
in 1901 were 3,400,000 tons; in 1902, 
3,291,000 tons; and in the first three 
months of 1903, 3,891,000 tons. All 
these figures included bunker coal; so 
that whether they took the exports as a 
whole for the United Kingdom or the 
North-Eastern ports they both showed 
satisfactory increases and signs of pros. 
perity intrade. It had been alleged that 
the number of people employed had 
diminished, but the figures he had given 
certainly did not bear out that contention. 
[An Hon. Memper: But that is not 
export.| Where did it go if not abroad ? 
Surely, the more export of coal there was 
free of duty, the better pleased the mine- 
owners were. It could make no difference 
to the miners whether their coal was 
exported in the hold of a ship or in the 
bunkers. The figures he had given seemed 
to show that there could be no foundation 
for the allegation that employment had 
diminished. In point of fact, the number 
of men employed in coal mines was 
larger than ever. In 1898, the number 
was 686,000 ; in 1899, it was 708,000 ;i n 


1900, it was 760,000; in 1901, it was | 


787,000 ; and in 1902, it was 805,000. 
This was no doubt accounted for by a 
considerable increase in the trade. 

Mr, Ritchie. 


in the Midlands. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that he could not 
separate the districts ; but he had given 
the figures for exports, and had shown 
that there had been a progressive increase, 
and at a greater ratio in the first three 
months of the present year than in any 
other year. If that were true, it was 
justifiable to assume that the increase in 
the numbers of men employed had taken 
place all round. It was perfectly true 
that wages had been reduced, but that 
was because prices had fallen. The 
abnormal prices of 1900 could not be 
expected to continue. The figures which 
he could give to the House as to wages 
had been prepared on a basis as to which 
there was some dispute ; and, therefore, 
he would not insist on the actual figures ; 
but their comparative value was unaffected. 
In 1898, the wages were 27s. 3d.; in 
1899, 29s. ; in 1900, 33s. 1ld. ; in 1901, 
32s. 6d. ; and 1902, 30s. 4d. Since 1900 
there had been a considerable fall in 
wages owing to a great fall in prices, but 
wages were now considerably higher than 
they were in 1898 or 1899. 


Some discussion had taken place upon 
the question as to who paid the tax. 
His hon. friend the Member for one of 
the divisions of Durham said _ the 
foreign consumer paid the tax. He 
was bound to admit that the figures 
seeme/ to show that the foreign consumer 
paid the tax. In 1898 the price per ton 
at the pit’s mouth was 6s. 4d. ; and the 
price for export coal was 9s. 9d. In 1899 
the respective prices were 7s. 3d. and 
10s. ld. In 1900 they were 10s. 9d. and 
16s. 6d., but this was, of course, a very 
exceptional year. Then the duty came into 
operation. In 1901 the respective prices 
were 9s. 4d. and 13s. 8d.; and in 1902 they 
were 8s. 2d. and 12s. 2d. It appeared, 
therefore, that the duty had been added 
to the export price; but it was not a 
matter that could be easily proved. Cer- 
tainly, with regard to large quantities of 
coal sent from this country, in regard to 
which there was hardly any competition, 
the Welsh proprietor could make the 
exporter pay. As to an ad valorem duty 
being fairer, he thought that if this tax 
were to be permanent it might be well to 
consider whether some change should not 
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be made to bring the duty more in rela- | 
tion to the value of the coal. But he had | 
been warned by hon. Gentlemen opposite | 
that in making such a proposal he should | 
be entering upon an extremely thorny | 
path. He did not contemplate making 
any proposal of the kind, but when he | 
was appealed to to withdraw this tax, 
because it had been oppressive to trade 
and had diminished both exports and 
employment, he must say that he did not 
think the case had been made out. But 
there was at present a Commission sitting 
to inquire into the whole subject ; and, 
at any rate, it was quite impossible in the 
present state of the finances to do what 
hon. Gentlemen wished to be done. No 
doubt they would prefer the reduction 
in indirect taxation which he had _ pro- 
posed, even to the abolition of the duty 
on coal. He had given facts and figures 
to show that the evils which they feared 
had not occurred. As to what might 
happen in the future, as the result of the | 
Commission’s Report, or of the effect upon 

the trade, he would say nothing. He 

should watch most carefully to see whether 

any of the evils which hon. Gentlemen 

expected were likely to arise ; and if they 

did arise it must be a matter for con- 

sideration by any Government whether a 

tax which really carried with it those | 
evils should be allowed to remain. 


Sir EDWARDGREY(Northumberland, 
Berwick) said they were all anxious that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
have a peaceful afternoon, and he had no 
intention of disturbing what had hitherto 
heen the harmony of the proceedings. 
Indeed, the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
speech would have given him no excuse 
to do so, even if he had desired, for he 
gathered from the right hon. Gentleman’s 
concluding remarks that he had promised 
to retain an open mind upon this question, 
and that, whatever he might think about 
the present, he had, at all events, no 
settled convictions about the future. He 
did not know whether in the very diffi- 
cult circumstances in which the right hon. 
Gentleman was placed at the present | 
time they could expect from him a more 
favourable answer. After all, the best | 
comment upon the figures the right hon. | 
Gentleman had read to the Committee, 
some of which he admitted told with | 
considerable force, was a remark of the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich, | 
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made before the figures were produced. 
It was that our experience had not yet 
been long enough to throw into relief the 


real effect of this tax. That being so, he 


uttered what he was sure was a sound 
principle in saying that in the case of a 
great commodity like coal, whose price: 


varied considerably from time to time, there: 


were so many causes affecting that price 


| that the effect of a small duty might not 
be apparent for some time, but that, the 


other causes being variable, a fixed factor 
like this tax introduced into the deter- 
mination of the price must sooner or later 
be felt, and that though it might not be 
felt in a period of comparative prosperity, 
it would be felt when there was a 
shrinkage of trade. He demurred a little 
to what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had said as to the possibility that the tax 
had had no effect in making the British 
exporters lose contracts. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that there were other 
ways of losing contracts. Of course, that 
was quite true. There were other ways 
of losing a race besides being handicapped, 


but everybody admitted that a handicap. 


did prejudice competitors. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer quoted figures to prove 
that the German output had fallen off. 
But there was a great collapse in German 
industries at the time our industries were 
very prosperous, and he assumed that 
that led to a diminished consumption of 
German coal in Germany. But he was 
told that the German exports of coal had 


actually increased, and the figures quoted 
| by his hon. friend the Member for Morpeth: 
as to the increase of German exports to 


Holland and Belgium at the time our 
exports fell off was a very unpleasant 
and significant sign. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the figures for the 
German exports of coal had been placed 
in his hands, and it was only fair to give 
them. In 1900 they were 18,000,000 
tons; in 1901, 17,900,000 tons ; and in 
1902, 18,900,000 tons. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that, to be: 


quite fair to the right hon. Gentleman, 
in return he would make the admissivn 
that it was natural that if the German 
home demand fell off it should have led 
to an increase vf German exports, but 
he still thought that the tax had some- 
thing to do with the increase in the 
exports of German coal to Holland and. 
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Belgium. He regarded that as an 
unpleasant sign, because although our 
export figures might have been main- 
tained, or even increased, we had had 
exceptional circumstances favouring us 
on which we could not continue to 
count, such as strikes in the United 
States and France. Undoubtedly those 
circumstances might have helped to 
disguise the effect which the tax would 
otherwise have had on our export trade. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
very fairly that the case against the 
tax had been presented with very 
great moderation in this debate. He, 
on the other hand, was struck by the 
moderation with which the tax was 
defended on the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own side. The tone of the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich, who sup- 
ported the tax, was very different from 
the tone with which it was not only 
supported but forced and pressed upon 
them by supporters of the Government 
when it was first introduced. He was 
surprised with the moderation with 
which the case had now been presented, 
when he remembered the manner in 
which the tax was originally imposed. 
It was felt by those of them who belonged 
to the part of the country especially 
affected, as an injury, but all manner of 
insult was added to the injury at the 
time the tax was put on. The Colonial 
Secretary said then that it must fall 
either on the coalowners or the foreigner. 
and he did not care which. If that 
remark had come from anyone but 
the Colonial Secretary he would have 
thought it about the most offensive and 
unpatriotic thing he had ever heard, 
but it came from the Colonial Secretary, 
and of course they knew that it was 
only his way. It was his habit to class 
everybody who differed from him as a 
foreigner. They had all in turn come 
under that category in one capacity or 
another, and he would discount it now 
because he saw that the turn of the 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer himself to 
be classed as a foreigner was imminent. 


He would admit that the pursuit of the 
incidence of a tax, though very fasci- 
nating, was not always very profitable, 
and he would admit also that in the 
ease of a monopoly coal the consumer 
would pay the export tax. But in a 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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case, as in the Belgium and Holland 
trade, in which we had no monopoly, it 
seemed to him very clear that such a 
tax as this must begin very soon to fall 
upon the coalowner and shipowner, and 
that ultimately it must settle upon the 
miner. In the exporting districts in the 
north-east of England they had been 
conscious of considerable injustice, 
because the tax was defended very 
strongly, and, no doubt, was popular 
when it was proposed, on account of the 
high price of coal at home, and it was 
recommended to the householder as one 
that could rightly be placed upon the 
coal trade, yet it was put on those parti- 
cular miners who did not hew the coal 
which the householder found so dear. 
That real'y was one of the reasons why 
he would urge that the tax should be 
carefully watched, for it undoubtedly 
fell most unequally upon diffezent dis- 
tricts. The very interesting question 
was raised by the hon Member for 
Morpeth as to how far it was desirable 
to restrict or put a drag upon the con- 
sumption of coal in the interests of 
posterity. But the first coal the con- 
sumption of which they would wish to 
restrict would be the monopoly coal, 
which could not be replaced by any 
other coal for naval purposes. He 
thought he saw a strong case for that, 
but this tax would not gain that end, 
for the monopoly coal was just the very 
coal of which the export would continue 
unchecked under its operation. They 
were most grateful to the right hon. 
Gentleman for his promise to preserve an 
open mind, but he would be still more 
satisfied with that promise if he were 
quite sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke for all his colleagues as well, 
because he was surrounded by col- 
leagues with a very dangerous passion 
for taxes. Import taxes as well as 
export taxes were now becoming 
popular, and this desire for taxes was 
growing a very serious thing. If we 
were to tax what came in and what 
went out, the effect upon trade must be 
very serious. He thought this export 
tax would be felt more seriously 
in the future than it had _ been 
hitherto, and if that were so, it 
would act not merely on the coal trade, 
but as a diminution of our general trade. 
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Our export of coal was but one-half of a 
branch of general trade, and the tax 
must act on freights and the shipping 
trade. As an export tax he regarded 
it as a particularly bad tax, and while 
he thanked the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for the attention he had paid to 
the arguments put before him, he trusted 
that as time went on he would lend as 
ready an ear to those arguments as he 
had done to the arguments of the 
Opposition in other directions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
called attention to the fact that during 
the debate the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had been entirely alone on the 
Treasury Bench. He took that as show- 
ing that the financial proposals were 
entirely agreed to by the Cabinet. It 
had added to the interest of the debate 
that there had been no sudden disruption, 
and it had added also to the satisfaction 
of the Hous», There were two minor 
points on which he should like to make 
some brief remarks. He understood that 
the argument of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was based on statistics in 
which he placed implicit confidence. He 
should imagine that the statistics were 
not so much entitled to confidence. 
They were not Board of Trade statistics 
at all. The fact that they were Customs 
statistics seriously decreased hisconfidence 
in them. He had had considerable ex- 
perience of official statistical Returns, 
and he confessed he had the greatest 
possible distrust of them. The’ Minister 
ut the head of a great Department once 
said that when he wanted figures about 
anything he went to the officials and 
said he wanted figures on such and such 
a subject. The first thing the Depart- 
ment said was: “ What do you want to 
prove?” He knewenough about statistics 
to be able to state that he could make 
the most contrary conclusions come out 
of the same figures, and he was quite 
sure that the officials in the various 
Departments could do so more easily 
than he could. The increase in exports 
to which the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred was largely due to bunker coal, on 
which there was practically a premium, 
for shipowners were induced to take larger 
quantities than they had ever done before. 


One other part he wished to refer to— 
viz., the incidence of the tax. The hon. 
Member for Durham was certain about it, | 


_was a little information. 
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the hon. Baronet opposite was certain 
about it, everybody except himself was in 
fact certain about it, and what he wanted 
He did not 
follow at all the right hon. Gentleman in 
his figures. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that his figures went to prove that 
the foreigner paid the duty ; that in 1900 
the price of coal at the pit’s mouth was 
10s. 9d. and the price for export was 16s. 
6d. a difference of 5s. 9d. Then the 
duty came into operation and the price at 
the pit’s mouth was 9s. 4d. and the export 
price 13s. 8d. or a difference of 4s. 4d. less 
than before the duty was put on. In the 
second year the price at the pit’s mouth 
was 8s. 2d. and the export price 12s. 2d. 
or a difference of 4s. Now, how could 
that go to show that the foreigner paid 
the duty? He confessed that it was 
beyond him to understand it. This 
matter of the final incidence of the duty 
was no doubt a very serious one ; whether 
it was always the consumer, or the pro- 
ducer who paid the duty he very much 
doubted. If time were given, and the 
duty allowed to remain on long enough, 
he believed that the doctrine of diffusion 
came in — that everyone concerned in 
the trade, the producer, the handler, the 
machinery, the shipper, the seaman,— 
everyone concerned in the production, 
the handling, and the financing of the 
stuff from its first production to its final 
consumption paid a portion of the duty. 
He was not as certain about his notion as 
other people were about their dogmas, 
but his notion was that if the tax was 
continued long enough there was a system 
of diffusion whereby everyone concerned 
paid a share. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that he ought to 
have excluded the year 1900, which they 
all acknowledged was a very exceptional 
year. In 1899 the difference between the 
price per ton at the pit’s mouth and the 
export price was 2s. 10d. In 1901, when 
the tax was on, the difference was 4s. 4d., 
ana there was left to the coalowner 
3s. 4d., which was rather more than in 
1899. In 1902 the difference was 
3s. Jld., or, after deducting the 1s., 
2s. 11d., almost exactly the same amount 


'as in 1899. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 
wished to urge an objection to the 
repeal of the tax which had not 
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yet been brought forward. There | 
was another side to the question than 
that naturally presented by the hon. | 
Members who all represented mining , 
censtituencies. It ought to be borne in| 
mind when the export of coal was com- 
pared with that of cotton or woollen 
goods that coal was not a manufactured 
article. No one had made it, or could 
make it ; and it was perfectly certain that 
every ton of coal taken out of the country 
diminished our stock. Coal was our 
most valuable national asset. He spoke 
cas a land reformer who held very strong 
views about the claims of the nation to 
its land ; and no Act of Parliament, no 
‘Charter, no deed or conveyance could 
‘deprive the nation of its rights in its 
minerals, to which it must always remain 
in some degree a claimant. The value of 
coal was not its intrinsic money value, 
‘but its potential value as the very basis of 
our industrial life. An hon. Member had 
spoken about the time which was coming 
‘when there would be some substitute for 
coal. That was all a dream, the baseless 
fabric of a visic:. Then it was said, 
“ Why not tax all the coal?” For this 
reason, no. The coal which the nation 
used the nation got the benefit of. 
But when coal was exported the nation 
got no benefit ; it parted with a national 
asset. His reply, speaking as a member 
of the nation, and representing the 
nation, about coalowners’ profits being 
diminished, was, “ Why should my capital 
be diminished without my getting my 
fair share?” He would put this analogy. 
Suppose that the landlords of Lincolnshire 
sold their land to fill up the Zuyder Zee, 
would the nation permit that? The 
coalowners were making a profit by send- 
ing the coal out of the country, and he 
objected to that on the ground that they 
were taking away the country, taking 
away his assets, It had been said that 
this coal duty was the best way to prevent 
that ; he maintained that it was the only 
way at present. An hon. Member had 
said that it was a poor kind of patriotism 
which was satisfied with a duty of ls. a’ 
ton; but it was something; it was a 
recognition of an obligation that, as the 
ultimate owners ot the land the nation 
was unwilling to part with its interest in 
its own coal, Too much had been heard 
about the coalowners ; the main question 
was the welfare of the nation. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with charm- 


Mr. Harwood. 
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ing amiability and all that sort of thing, 
seemed to say that he had no principle in 
regard to this matter. He offered the 
right hon. Gentleman one, and that was 
the claim of the nation. He protested, 
as a member of the nation, and speaking 
for the nation, against a national asset 
being sent out of the country without the 
rights of the nation receiving some 


_ recognition. 


*Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 
(Hartlepool) said he wished to consider 
the matter from a purely business 
point of view. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had given them his own 
figures, and he thought those figures 
must have affected his mind on this 
particular point. Figures might be 
used both for and against ai argu- 
ment, and therefore he would not use 
many. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer in his speech took the exports of 
the United Kingdom for 1902 as show- 
ing that this tax had not affected the 
export trade. He was glad that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer also gave 


the exports from Germany, so that a 


fair comparison between the two 
countries might be made. It was quite 
true that the exports from the United 
Kingdom for 1902 did not show any 
diminution but a comparatively slight 
increase, whilst the German exports for 
the same period had increased by over 
1,000,000 tons, He wished to state that 
the imposition of this tax had had a 
direct effect on wages, a direct effect on 
the production, and, what was most im- 
portant, a direct effect on the enterprise 
of those engaged in the trade and com- 
merce of this country, and he should 
endeavour to show that the imposition 
of the tax had also affected the export 
trade. Why was it that the exports 
for 1902 did not show any decrease in 
consequence of this tax? Take, for 
instance, one of his own works, where 
they consumed in 1901, in the making 
of steel, 11,000 tons of coal each week. 
What was the consumption in 1902 at 
the same works, consequent upon the 
falling off in foreign trade and the 
diminished demand for the steel pro- 
duced at those works? Instead of 
11,000 tons per week—involving be. 
tween 500,000 and 600,000 tons of 
coal for the year —the consumption 
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for 1902 was only one-half that 


amount. It naturally followed to in- | 


quire what became of the other half. 
By reason of those works being short 
of orders, as well as all the other 
works ia the same position, some 


outlet must have been obtained for) 


that coal, and the consequence was 
that the surplus production in the 
country had to be exported, and that 
accounted for the slight increase in the 
exports. To his mind it was too late 
in the day for those engaged from day 
to day in trade to argue and attempt 
to show that the placing of,a tax on 
any article of export was not going to 
diminish the export of that article. He 
contended that the imposition of taxa- 
tion on coal, which was, in point of bulk, 
the only article of export this country 
had left, directly affected that export. 
The imposition of ashillingtax had affected 
the export, as, in like manner, if they 
had given a bounty of Is. per ton, it 
required no argument to show that, by 
reason of the bounty, the export of 
the bounty-fed article would have in- 


creased. He also contended that the tax 


had an evil effect on the enterprise of 
those who were anxious to embark their 
capital in the development of the trade 
and industry of the country. 


It was said that one great reason 
for the proposed change in the fiscal 
policy of the oountry was the anxiety 
to find employment for workmen 
and to extend the manufactures. If 
that was the object he should like to 
give one effect of the tax as showing 
how it affected the enterprise of those 
engaged in trade. Northumberland had 
been referred to fully by hon. Members 
from that county, and in his experience 
there was one matter of business which 
had a direct bearing on the incidence of 
this tax. He was invited to become 
connected with a large company in 
Northumberland, which owned consider- 
able coalfields in the county. The experts 
reported that there was practically an 
unlimited quantity of coal which only 
required development. The same com- 
pany owned a harbour, which it was 
proposed to enlarge, to permit the load- 
ing of large steamers, a project which 
would have helped to very much extend 
the coal trade of Northumberland. He 
went into the matter and arranged for 
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the whole of the capital necessary, not 
only for extending and deepening the 
harbour, but for the building of a 
number of steamers to carry the 
coal and the necessary capital for 
the development of the collieries. 
The moment the coal tax came into 
force, however, it was pointed out to 
him that the production of coal in 
Northumberland for export purposes 
was 83 per cent. of the total production, 
and the financiers and capitalists said : 
‘“* How can you ask us to use our money 
in developing the trade when you are 
entirely dependent upon the export 
trade for customers abroad, and the 
Government have taxed your export 
trade from Northumberland ?” He could 
not argue against that. That was the 
direct effect of the tax on those who 
were willing to embark money in en- 
couraging the legitimate industries of 
the country, and it was a matter which 
he hoped would not be overlooked by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer when 
he considered the serious consequences of 
this tax upon trade. He should like to 
point out the serious effect which the 
placing of a tax upon any article of 
export had upon the trade of the country, 
particularly an article like coal, which 
found employment for so many hundreds 
of steamers built in this country. 
He could trace the direct benefit of the 
coal industry in this country to the 
development of shipyards along the 
north-east coast, as well as the erection 
of steel works. The vast army of 
hundreds of thousands of men who 
were employed was directly traceable 
to the ever-increasing export of coal. 
He asserted that if it had not been 
for the coal tax their exports in 1902 
and the first quarter of this year 
would have been considerably in excess 
of those figures quoted by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. With regard 
to the question of bunker coal, his firm, 
along with many others engaged as 
shipowners, had been in the habit of 
loading their steamers with a sufficient 
quantity of bunker coal to take them 
to their loading port or to the first 
coaling-station on the way. Since the 
tax had been imposed the shipowners 
had been enlarging the bunker space in 
the steamers, and had been taking on 
board sufficient coal for the entire 
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voyage. 
crease in the export of coal, as shown by 
the returns of the exports, particularly 
on the north-east coast. Another 
reason for the enormous demand for 
export coal was the strike in America 
and the strike in France. 
dealing with this matter from the point 
of view of one interested in coalfields, 
or from that of one engaged in trade, 
manufacture, and industry of the 
country, giving employment to between 
30,000 and 40,000. He took a serious 
view of this new departure of taxing 
one section of an important industry. 
He made the statement from a business 
point of view. He had heard many 
ioolish statements made in that House, 
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but never a more foolish one than when 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
invited the House to place a tax on an 
article of export which had done so 
much for the development of the trades 
and industries of this country. 


* Mr. RITCHIE said that after the 
long and interesting debate they had had, 
he would appeal to the Committee to 
come to a decision, as he was anxious to 
get the Bill through before the evening 
sitting, having in view the business then 
to be considered. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135 ; 
Noes, 273. (Division List No. 128.) 
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Logan, John William 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir C. M. \ ee 
Partington, Oswal 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
hilipps, John Wynford 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Price, Robert John 


Goddard, Daniel Ford | Rea, Russell 


Grant, Corrie 
Sir Christopher Furness. 


Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 





Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe). 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, EZ.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., F. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman(Hastings) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. he) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.): 
Warrer, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan)} 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, £. R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Wilson, Chas. H. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, F.W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Joseph Walton and. 
Mr. Fenwick. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Re ] 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher. Kt. Hn. SirH. 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Buin, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

"four, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Bulfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Bunbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley. Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, T. G. (Lynn Regis) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Coumpbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Campbell,J.H. M. (Dublin Univ 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.: 
Curson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil. Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (South’mpt'n 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
‘“ohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Sir T. R.(7’r. Haml’ts 
Diekson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixen 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doughty, George 

Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
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Duffy, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B.(Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon | 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H(City of Lond 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Zlgin & Nrn 


Gordon, J. coment 8.) | 


Gordon,MajEvans(7°rHaml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midzr 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ash?d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood. George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Staffords N. W.) 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T’. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst E 
Hogg, Lindsa 

Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Btside) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faverh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd... Tot? ham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N RP.) 
Jebb. Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
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| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
| Laurie, Lieut.-Gener 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. | ae hy 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Wacer Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Zvesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,Reginala J.( Portsmouth 
Lundon, : 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
ashen, John Cumming 
Mavonochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore, Jn.Throgmorton 
Mi' chell,Edw (Fermanagh,N. ) 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, G-orge Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA.Giaham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
| Mvers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Orr-Ewing. Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
| Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest eo 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Rankin, Sir James 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Redmond, Jn. E. ( Waterford) 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
| Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridg: 
| Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Roberteon, H. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Ruseell, T. W 
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Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford: 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Finance 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.([sleofWight 
Seton-Karr, Sir Hen 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(en/frew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, omas Hen 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, EZ.) 
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Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hn. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Taylor, Austin (Hast Tozxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Vincent, ColSirC. E.H (Sheffield 
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Whiteley, H(A shton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir Johu Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff. Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 





Smith, Jas. Parker ( 
Spear, John Ward 


marks.) | Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand | Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) | Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E(7aunton 


Stanley, Lord (Zancs.) 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.) said he would not move his Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said the 
pecessity for a change in the law in 
the direction of the Amendment he 
now proposed to move was brought 
to his notice by an instance to which 
he would briefly refer. A man assigned 
before marriage to the woman he was 
about to wed two life policies in 
consideration of marriage. The two 
policies were assigned absolutely, the 
whole beneficial interest being conveyed 
to the assignee. Shortly after the 
assignment was completed the marriage 
took place and from her marriage day 
the wife was the possessor of those policies 
and was at liberty to dispose of them in 
any way shethought best. There was no 
covenant as to the payment of future 
policies in the assignment, but unfortu- 
nately, the husband, instead of handing 
the money to the wife to pay the 
premiums year by year to the assurance 
company, paid the premiums himself direct, 
and on his death, although he had no 
interest whatever in the policies, the 
Somerset House authorities put in a 
claim and recovered £400 death duties on 
the £10,000 covered by the policies in 
respect to which the deceased man had 
no interest whatever. A more glaring 
robbery of the widows and orphans on 
the part of the State could not possibly 
be found. He had been told that if this 
clause was introduced in this Bill it 
would introduce a new principle, but if 
the principle of equity and justice was 
a new principle the sooner it was intro- 
duced in the Finance Bill the better. The 


continued to pay the premiums. 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 


clause he proposed was strictly limited in 
its application. It merely provided that 
where any irrevocable assignments had 
been made before marriage the sums 


receivable under such assignments 
should not become liable to estate 
duty. He was quite aware that the 


consideration of marriage might not, in 
the eye of some persons, be a valuable 
consideration, though they were told in 
“the Book” of a good woman that ‘her 
price is above rubies.” He begged to 
move. 


New Clause (Exemption from estate 
duty of policies of life assurance assigned 
in consideration of marriage) : 

“The bond jide purchase referred to in 
Section 3 of the Finance Act, 1894, shall 
include every case of an assignment in consider- 
ation of marriage by either party to the 
marriage for the benetit of all or any of the 
parties or offspring of the marriage of any 
policy of insurance on the life of a party to the 
marriage, and the sums receivable under such 
policy shall not become liable to either estate 
duty by reason only of the manner in which, 
or person by whom, the policy is kept up.”— 
(Mr. Joseph Walton.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the hon. Gentle- 
man proposed to make an alteration in the 
law because of some particular case. He 
had always been of opinion that legisla- 
tion under such conditions was extremely 
dangerous. The hon. Gentleman said in 
this particular case the policy was assigned, 
and while the individual was alive he 


If he 
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had not continued to pay the premiums 
no estate duty would have been claimed 
when he died, but inasmuch as he had 
chosen to pay the premiums the money 
fell in at his death. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: It was a 
gift to the wife. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it was not a gift 
because if the premiums had not continued 
to be paid no money would have been 
left. A change of this kind in the 
law could not be confined to marriage 


settlements, but would have to be} 


applied to all other settlements where 
policies of assurance were concerned, 
but, in any case, he pointed out that 
if the law was to be amended, if it 
was desirable that the law should be 
amended, and a good case was made out 
for the amendment of the law in general, 
with regard to this matter it would be 
better dealt with in another way. He 
hoped in the course of the session to bring 
forward an omnibus Bill connected with 
matters of finance, and if he did the 
hon. Member would be in a_ better 
position to propose an Amendment of 
this nature. This Bill was a Bill to 
carry out the financial proposals of the 
Government as explained in the Budget, 
and he would deprecate enlarging it in 
the manner proposed, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he could 
not for a moment support the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman, and he 
would remind him that one of the 
salient principles of the estate duties of 
1894 was that marriage had ceased to be 
a valuable consideration. He rose mainly 
to point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that he was slightly in error in stating 
that this was not the proper place to 
introduce such a clause. This was the 
only place. The right hon. Gentleman’s 


predecessor introduced six Amendments | 


to the Finance Act of 1896, raising the 
estate duties of the Act of 1894. He 


knew that perfectly well because he- 


introduced five of them himself. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: What I said was that | 
this Bill was confined by the Government | 


to carrying out the proposals of the 
Budget. 
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when once introduced, the Finance Bil 
raised every question in the country, and 
that any Amendment could be introduced. 
That right had been taken advantage of. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was under a misapprehension. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I did not mean that 
at all. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
glad to hear that statement. He merely 
rose to point out that fact. He hoped 
the hon. Gentleman opposite would not 
now press his Amendment. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that in 
view of the promise made by the right 
hon. Gentleman to consider this matter 
he would not press his Motion. Although 
he claimed the right to take a division, 
he was now disposed to clear the way 
for the Employment of Children 
Bill by withdrawing this clause. But 
they had gained the distinct advantage 
by this discussion that they had obtained 
the definite statement from the right 
hon. Gentleman that if the husband had 
handed the money over to the wife to pay 
the premiums she would have avoided 
estate duty. Under those circumstances 
nobody would have supposed the 
Government would have taken advan- 
tage of what was purely an error of 
judgment in not doing so. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he did not say that 
the handing of the money by the husband 
to the wife to pay che premiums would 
take the matter out of the category of 
taxation. What he said was that if the 
wife paid the premiums it would do so. 
If there was any collusion between husband 
and wife he was not sure what the 
effect would be. 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; to 
be read the third time to-morrow. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the right | Doucias, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said 
hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well that | that although they did not all agree as 
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to the details of this measure they | 
were all agreed as to the importance 
which attached to the Bill and were 

most anxious to see it passed into law. 

Unfortunately he had been unable to 
take part in the discussions before the 
Grand Committee upstairs and he 
desired to thank the Under-Secretary of | 
State for acting in hisstead. He begged 

to move the first new clause which stood 

in his name on the Paper. The object 
of the clause was to exempt industrial 
and reformatory schools from the opera- 

tion of this Act. In all such schools the 

work was controlled by rules made by a 

responsible board of management with 

the sanction of the Home Office and the 

school; were under the supervision of 

the Home Office inspector. He did not 

think there could be any objection 

offered to this clause, and he hoped the 
House would allow it to be read a 
second time. 


Employment of 


New Clause (Saving for industrial and 
other schools) : 

‘*Nothing in this Act or in any by-law 
made thereunder shall apply to the exercise of 
manual labour by any child under order 
of detention in a certified industrial or 
reformatory school, or by any child while 
receiving instruction in manual labour in any 
school.” —(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
«That the clause be read a second time.” 


*Stir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said he presumed that no profit would 
be derived from the labour. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : Certainly 


there will. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
the hon. Baronet who had just put a 
question to the Home Secretary ap- 
parently was not aware that not only 
was there a profit derived from the 
labour, but there wasan enormous profit. 
He did not wish to oppose the Second 
Reading of the clause if the right hon. | 
Gentleman would allow him to insert | 
the words of which he had given him | 
private notice. He desired to move | 
‘in line 2 of the Home Secretary’s new | 
clause after the word ‘labour’ to insert | 
the words ‘during a portion of the 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 
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school hours.’”” The reason he moved 
those words was that if they were going 
to allow the children in industria] and 
reformatory schools to remain outside 
the operation of this Bill, at least they 
ought to limit it to the time during 
which they were in the school, and not 
make it applicable to the whole of their 
lives. 


, 


Sir JOHN GORST upon a point of 
order asked if the Second Reading of t ie 
Clause ought not to be disposed of before 
the Amendment. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, that is so. 


Sik JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said he hoped the Home 
Secretary would not press this claus’. 
He did not think he had adduced 
any satisfactory reason why these poor 
children should be deprived of the pro- 
tection which the Bill gave to all other 
children. Industrial and reformatory 
schools were managed by volunteer 
managers, and the children were 
employed not only for purposes of 
instruction but also for profit, upon 
which the maintenance of the schools 
largely depended. The schools were 
supported partly by grants of public 
money and partly by the labour of the 
children. If any class of children re- 
quired the protection of the local 
authority under this Bill he thought it 
was the children in these schools. It was 
quite true that the rules of the schools 
were made by boards of managers, but 
the managers were interested, and there- 
fore he thought those children ought to 
be protected under the Bi'l. He agreed 
that the industrial and reformatory 
schools were extremely well managed, 
but there were some schools in which 
the children worked very hard and were 
employed upon work which was not at 
all instructive or educational, and very 
often they were employed for long hours. 
Under these circumstances the local 
authority ought to be able to bring those 
schools under the regulations which 
applied to other schools. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said if his right hon. friend 
would refer to the reports of industrial 
and reformatory schools he would not 
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find that there was any overworking of 
the children. A number of henenetent 
persons at great cost of time and money 
became managers of those schools, and he 
thought they might fairly be trusted to 
do nothing that would unduly weigh 
upon the children. He thought the 
Home Secretary was perfectly right in 
his new clause, and he thought there 
ought to be a limit of interference with 
the wise and careful action of the 
managers of industrial and reformatory 
schools to whom they owed so much. 
He thought those managers would be 
the very “first to see that nothing was 
done in the direction of overw orking the 
children, who, asa rule, were given plenty | 
of time for recreation. If the time in the | 
school was not to be filled up according | 
to the judgment of the managers, he 
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for profit, but not in the sense in which 
it was generally understood. This clause 
has been very carefully considered by 
the Home Department, and he would 
remind the House that those schools 
were inspected by the Home Office 
inspectors, and if they placed them under 
the local authority they might have 
by-laws made by the local ‘authority 
which might come into conflict with the 
rules now governing those institutions. 





Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause added. 


* Mr. TENNANT asked if the right 
/hon. Gentleman accepted the addition of 
'the words he had suggested. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No. 


thought great harm would be done. | 


Surely they could leave this matter to_ 


the discretion of the managers, who had 
proved themselves worthy of such dis- | 
cretion, 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 


MENT (Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.) | 
pointed out that besides applying to | 
industrial and reformatory schools this | 


sill would also apply to blind asylums 
and other places. It was quite true that 


the labour in the schools was carried on | 


*Mr. TENNANT: Then I beg to 


| move the Amendment of which I have 


| given notice. 

| 

| Amendment proposed— 

| “In line 2 after the word ‘labour’ to insert 
the words ‘during a portion of the school 
| hours.’ ”—(Mr. Tennant.) 


Question put, “That those words be 
there inserted.” 


The House divided ; Ayes, 84; Noes, 
209. (Division List No. 129.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Allan, Sir Witham (Gateshead | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon Pease, SA. (Saffron Walden 


Allen, Chas. P. ((los., Stroud) Grant, Corrie 
Asher, Alexander 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Philipps, John Wynford 
— Robert John 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, "Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 





| Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tyd 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'oxteth) 
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EVENING SITTING. | stood that age would be extended to 
i 'fourteen. Now the concessions they 
EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. "4d made in this clause are twofold : 
As amended (by the Standing Com- | First of all, the age of complete prohi- 
mittee), further considered. | bition is raised from seven to nine years ; 
and second, the duty of seeing that the 
*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he | Conditions of the magistrates’ licences 
moved the new clause standing in his| “ete carried out, which was now per- 
name for the purpose of incorporating in | formed by the Factory Inspectors, was 
the Bill a section of the Prevention of | g'ven over to the local authorities. So 
Cruelty to Children Act, 1894. The| far they have endeavoured to meet the 
object of the new clause was to exempt | Views expressed in the Grand Committee 
from the Bill children who were em-| against the proposals to licence children 
ployed upon the stage, subject to certain | for the stage at all. The hon. Member 
provisions. As the Bill now stood chil-| for South Armagh had an Amend- 
dren were prohibited from employment | ment on the Paper to the same etfeci as 
after 9 oclock in the evening. This | the new Clause now moved, and he (Mr. 
would interfere with the employment of | Akers Douglas) admitted it was down on 
children on the stage. He was aware the Paper before the Government put 
that an Amendment to prevent this was | down their Amendment, but they were 
moved in the Grand Committee by his | of opinion that the Amendment went 
hon. friend the Under-Secretary to the | too far, and so brought forward the one 
Home Department (Mr. Cochrane), and} now before the House. He did not 
was there rejected. But very considerable ‘think the House generally would desire 
concessions had been made with a view | to deprive the children of their employ- 
to meeting the views of hon. Members) ment on the stage. From inquiries he 
who opposed the clause in the Grand | had instituted he was glad to be able to 
Committee, and he sincerely hoped that, | say that the children now employed were 
not only in the interest of the children | really in the majority of cases well cared 
themselves, whom he honestly thought | fo. Well fed and well clothed. and their 
should not be deprived of this method of | education er ti en onl haateed aiken He 
preset J . ee ha f ys prticss thought, therefore, that it would be a 
would be accepted. Because he feared pend ‘ geuecny “es y reg — ane 
greatly that if all children who now found | ” wo Mey ms poPrin oe en 
employment on the stage were prohibited | paaeenigtel "1 pur ee + oy neo 
from their calling the later stages of this | ee a See Ore Se ee 
Bill in this House and in another place | ©¥®* by theatres in London, if the 
would be very seriously jeopardised. He | children were no longer to be allowed - 
was most anxious that a Bill for the, PUrsue their career on the stage. He 
regulation of the employment of children trusted that the House would agree to 
should be passed, and that it should be | the Amendment, and that they would 
passed this session. It was proposed by realise that, although the Grand Com- 
this clause that, following the exemptions | ™Ittee were unable to accept the Amend- 
which were already given under the ment moved by his hon. friend a few 
provisions of the Cruelty to Children Act, | Weeks ago, the Government had gone 
1894, the employment of children should | Some considerable distance in arranging 
be allowed ona licence granted by a magis- | the difficulty, and that the Committee 
trate. {¥These licences were granted in| Would now accept this clause. 
London by the Metropolitan Police Magis- | 
rates, and contained very strict pro-| _ ~ ie 
visions. He had been informed that the ent of S. 3, of 57 and 58 Vic. U. 41): 
provincial magistrates in granting these | _ “Section 3 of The Prevention of Cruelty to 
licences also took great care before they | Children Act, 1894 (which regulates the nae 
: ployment of children in public entertainments), 
granted them at all with regard to the} shall have effec: as if re-enacted in this Act. 
conditions of the licences. At present | Provided as follows :—(1) A licence under that 
the licences were required only for children | section shall not be granted to any chit enter 
employed in theatres under the age of | jr y'Ker oiicer chargel with the execution of 
eleven. But under the Bill as it now) this Act shall have and may exercise all the 
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powers of an inspector of factories and work- 
shops under that section, and that section shall 
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has on the Paper. The question before 
the House is the Second Reading of 


“pply accordingly.”—(Mr. Secretary Akers | 


uglas.) the Clause. After that has been carried, 


|of course, the hon. Member could 
| proceed to move and speak upon the 
| Amendment. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | : , . 
“ That the clause be foe a aan Gene.” | MR. BROADHURST: That being so 
| I will say no more at present. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said | Sr JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
in the Grand Committee upstairs there | Univirsity) said he sincerely hoped 
had been considerable discussion, and that the Home Secretary would not 
it was there he had first discovered | press this Clause upon the House of 
that children—they might almost say | Gommons. It was fairly discussed up- 
babies—of seven years of age could | stairs, andthe Committee resolved almost 
obtain a licence from the magistrate | ynanimously that the Clause should not 
to be employed in the great theatres | je passed. “He thought, therefore, that 
and minister to the amusement, and, as | jt was too bad that a Clause of this kind 
he understood the Home Secretary to| ynder the circumstances should now be 
say, to the refreshment of the nerves of | brought before the House by a member 
the audience. He was bound to say it | of the Government. Of course if the 
was at this time that he received his | f{ome Secretary insisted upon the 
instruction upon this matter from the | CJayse there was no chance of its being 
hon. Member for South Manchester, who | defeated, because the Government sup- 
exhibited a great state of excitement, | porters would vote as they were directed 
and expressed great lamentation to the | without knowing anything as to the 
Committee, and a great condition | scutes of the question. What was 
horror in the contemplation that young | really asked by the clause was that 
children of seven years of age should be | theatrical managers should be exempted 
deterred from employment in theatres. ‘from the provisions of the Bill, and 

Sree ‘that these young children should be 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S. W.) | deprived of ea n Fen which this 
said he supported his hon. friend when he | Bill would afford. There was no reason 
suggested that the age should be raised. | why these managers should have this 





Brought up, and read the first time. 








He was quite ready to agree to a much 
higher increase of age than from seven 
to nine. 


Mr. BROADHURST thought the hon. 
Member was referring to a later stage 
of the discussion. It was he (Mr. Broad- 
hurst) who suggested the nine years 
restriction, which was accepted by the 
Under Secretary to the Home Depart- 
ment. The hon. Member for Manchester 
had asked with horror what would 
happen to the British public if children 
of tender years were precluded from 
taking part in “A Midsummer Night’s 
Dream.” It was that which excited his 
(Mr. Broadhurst’s) curiosity, and then 
he learnt for the first time that children 
of seven years of age could be employed 
in theatres. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
appears to me to be entering into the 
question of the Amendment which he 


| special and particular favour at the hands 
of the Government. So far as_ the 
| merits went there was a good deal said 
‘in the Grand Committee at the time on 
|the whole question. So far as London 
|was concerned the employment of 
‘children was merely a question of money. 
London managers employed children 
'because they were cheap. It was a 
question of cheap child labour; they 
_were employed in the place of grown-up 
| ballet girls, who required higher wages. 
| The Member forSouth Manchester had 
i'made a statement that if a child of 
| seven years were not employed it would 
be impossible ever again to produce “A 
| Midsummer Night’s Dream.”” Those who- 
| Were as old as he would remember 
ithe admirable performance of ‘* A Mid- 
jsummer Night's Dream” given by 
|Mr. Charles Kean. He had no 
| children on the stage. The whole thing 
| was performed by adult ballet girls, how 
| were remarkably pretty and who had the 
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merit also of being respectable. That, of 
course, would bein theearly Victorian days, 
when respectability was still supposed to 
be attractive. The children who were 
the subject of this Amendment were of 
three classes. They had heard up to now 
only about the first class of children. 
The first class were those who were 


regularly employed in London theatres | 


and those of Manchester and Liverpool 
and other great towns. He had nothing 
to say against the employment of these 
children. He believed such persons as 
Miss Ellalaine Terriss and Mr. Beerbohm 
Tree treated the children extremely well. 
They were well cared for and well paid, 
for their age, and if that was the only class 
nothing further need be said. But there 
were two other classes of children of whom 
the Home Secretary did not know any- 
thing. First there were the touring 
children, and secondly there are the 
cireus children. He had made inquiries 
about the touring child. They were 
children who were dragged from town 
to town, and so far from their being well 
cared for they were let out by drunken 
mothers who led them wretched lives, 
and they were given in charge of the 
woman who kept the theatre wardrobe or 
whoever else would take care of them at 
the cheapest possible price. They were not 
well paid, not taught at all, and were 
dragged about from town to town, living 
under the most miserable conditions and 
becoming objects of very great pity. He 
derived that information not from 
managers but from persons in ‘the pro- 
fession. He had letters written to him 
by persons in the profession who read 
what was being done in Grand Committee. 
What was true of the touring child was 
even more so, if possible, in the case of the 
cireus child. He did not approve, in 
regard to this class of children, that the 


police magistrate should be the person to | 


license the child. So far as London 
was concerned it did not so much 
matter, because no doubt arrangements 
were made in London by which children 
were brought up when there was no- 
body about. But in the country it was 
a very different thing. The touring 
company, as a rule, arrived on a Sunday, 
and the first thing on Monday morning 
these children were dragged before the 


police court amid drunken people, thieves, , 


and so forth, to be licensed ; and it was 
extremely undesirable that they should 
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‘be exposed to the atmosphere of a 
criminal court. Therefore, in the interests 
of the children themselves, he thought 
it was most desirable that the police 
magistrates should be relieved of the 
function of licensing them, and that it 
should devolve upon the local authorities 
to make such provision for these 
children as they did over every other 
‘child employed in their district. There 
was no reason why these children should 
be exempted from the law. The lie 
they led, when,they were dragged from 
place to place and introduced to thie 
atmosphere of a criminal court, was not 
calculated to make them good citizens. 
The best proof of that was that no 
theatrical manager, either in “London or 
the provinces, would allow his own 
children to be taken about bya travelling 
company or allow them to go upon the 
stage until they arrived at years of dis- 
cretion. On that ground he hoped the 
| House would reject the clause, and that 
the Home Secretary would allow these 
children to have the protection which 
this Bill was intended to give. 


Mr. TENNANT said the House had 
been much impressed by the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman, who 
for so many years had had charge of the 
education of the children of this country. 
He wished to associate himself with 
most of the remarks that had fallen 
from him, and the many conclusions he 
had placed before the House. This so t 
of legislation was not directed against 
the good managers. They did not in 
this House legislate to protect people from 
good employers. Our factory legislation, 
so far as it was directed against a class, was 
directed against bad employers. Listen- 
ing to the arguments expressed upon this 
subject upstairs in Committee, one would 
suppose that these children were of poor 
parents who could not win bread for 
their families, and that these children 
had necessarily to go out in order to 
earn money. But that was not the 
case. They were not the bread-winners 
but the beer-winners. Listening to these 
arguments one would suppose that the 
function of the law was to protect the 
parents, whereas the’function of the law 
was to protect the children. A 
reverend gentleman in Soho, who was in 


the neighbourhood of a great many 








339 


theatres, stated that these children had 
to be employed in the theatres six or 
seven hours, and that they had to spend 
five hours in improving their minds in 
schools. He would like to ask hon. 
Gentlemen opposite how many of them 
would like their children to sit up night 
after night as these children do, 
and would like them to undergo these 
hours of what he might call “ organised 
activity” every day? Mr. Seymour 
Hicks, manager of a large theatre in 
London, said that rehearsals might pre- 
vent attendance at school, but that when 
they did, school work would be ‘“ squeezed 
in” either by extra time on that day or by 
extra time the next day. Is that the 
right way to deal with the education of 
our children? The right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken of the public demand 
for amusement and “refreshment of their 
nerves,” but they ought not to place any 
such thing before the good of the child. 
The good of the child was the first con- 
sideration in a matter of this kind. He 
entirely agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman when he said that the em- 
ployment of children was mainly a 
commercial transaction. 


Employment of 


*Sir_ FRANCIS POWELL - said 
that as his hon. friend has referred 
to the Act of 1894 he might refer to the 
section of the Act which dealt with this 
matter. The Act of 1894 especially 
provided for the most minute investiga- 
tion of each case. The magistrate was 
bound to be satisfied as to the fitness of 
the child for the purpose. He was to 
be satisfied that proper provision had 
been made to insure the health and the 
kind treatment of the child taking part 
in the entertainment, and he was to see 
that the hours were not late, that they 
were suitable to the child, and that the 
restrictions and conditions were such as 
to satisfy the Court. He himself was 
of opinion that there was greater 
security for the well-being of the 
children under the inspection of the 
magistrates under those conditions than 
there could be under any by-law. As 
regarded the children being dragged 
about, there was a new investigation in 
each town, and he was not willing to 
bring an allegation against the magis- 
trates of the country that they neglected 
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their duty. He had before him the Report 
of the Departmental Committee which 
considered this matter, and the evidence 
appeared to him to be of a singularly 
weak character. Much of it was hearsay 
evidence and somewhat sentimental. 
But he did not think it would be 
a wise and generous act, nor a 
humane act, to unduly restrict the 
occupations of the people o: the country. 
It was their duty to take every precau- 
tion that children should not be exposed 
to risks, and to act in a manner which 
would be for the benefit of the parents 
and the welfare of the children. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghemshire, 
Mansfield) said it was in the interests of 
the children of the country that they 
should not be allowed to stay for long 
hours in the theatres at early ages. The 
hon. Member for Manchester laughed. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : I say it is not the 
issue, that is all. 


Mr. MARKHAM said it was the issue. 
The Imperialist Party were always 
talking about bringing up an Imperial 
race. How could they expect to bring 
up an Imperial race if they allowed 
children of a tender age to work long 
hours in the theatres? The main objec 
tion to this clause was—not that the best 
theatres in London allowed the children 
to be ill-treated—but that in circuses 
and in many low-class theatres in 
London these children were not treated 
well. He asked the House to remem- 
ber this was a commercia’ matter, or 
all this talk they heard about the 
widow was a bogey. What they were 
asked to pass was a clause dealing with 
a commercial matter, one by which they 
hoped to get a profit out of these young 
children. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
he served on the Standing Committee 
whilst this Bill was passed through, and 
he was under the impression that a 
goodly number of Members did not 
quite understand what the issue really 
was. If the House would look at the 
definition clause they would see that 
the expression “ child ’’ meant a person 
under the age of fourteen years. Now, 
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that was what they were dealing with to- 
night. He was not speaking about bye- 
laws, Clauses 1 and 2 dealt with bye-laws, 
but Clause 3 dealt with statutory pro- 
visions. First of all it said a child 
should not be employed between the 
hours of nine in the evening, and six in 
the morning. That was held to inter- 
fere with the managers of theatres in 
employing children. But the local 
authority under the same section had 
power to vary these hours, either 
generally or in any specified occupation. 
Let the House consider that this was 
not a Bill prohibiting a child under 
fourteen years being employed in a 
theatre. It was a Bill to prohibit a 
child from being employed between 
the hours of nine in the evening 
and six inthe morning. And for the 
convenience of theatres the local 
authority might by bye-law vary these 
hours and permit employment. He 
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failed to see what the Home Secretary 
meant by his new clause. He thought 
the only change it made was this, that 
at the present moment these children 
must be licensed by the magistrates 
individually, while under the new bye- 
law they would have to be licensed by | 
the local authority. It seemed to him | 
that the clause was not required. There | 
had been a great outcry by theatrical | 
managers and other people, and those | 
who had been fighting neither against | 
the rights of theatres nor against the | 
employment of children in the theatres 
had been charged with Puritanism. {An 
Hon. Member: [ never heard it.] No, | 
but he had read it. All he could say 
was, that he was not in the least 
ishamed of the charge of Puritanism. 
He was not a Puritan in the sense that 
Sir Henry Irving meant, but he was) 
sure Puritanism had done more for 
England than Sir Henry Irving and 
the stage had done. And he was not to 
be deterred by having the word Puri- 
tanism flung at him from dealing with a 
Bill which did not prohibit children 
from acting in a theatre, but saw that 

they were placed under proper authority, 
and that if possible the hours should be 
such as were good and not bad for 
them. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he entirely agreed with his right 
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hon. friend the Member for Cambridge 
University in opposing the clause. He 
did not speak particularly as a Puritan 
himself, but simply as a person who 
really had at heart the health and morals 
of these poor little children. Here was 
a Bill by which all children under the 
age of fourteen were not permitted to 
work in factories after nine o'clock. He 
wished to know why they should make 
an exception, and why the Home 
Secretary should step in with a clause to 
protect and benefit theatres. Surely it 
was absurd that they should make that 
exception merely for the amusement of 
persons who went to theatres. He had 
himself been behind the scenes of theatres ; 
there was no particular harm, and he had 
arrived at an age when his morals were 
not in any way corrupted. But he 
agreed with those who said that they 
would not send their own children after 
nine o'clock to pass an evening behind 
the scenes. These thildren were em- 
ployed mainly at pantomimes. When 
Sir Henry Irving came forward he spoke 
only of his own theatre, where there was 
a solemn tragedy, or something of that 
sort, going on, but a pantomime was a 
very different story. Then there were 
masses of people employed behind the 
scenes. The children were not ill-treated 
by any manner of means; they were 
rather petted; but, without being an 
excessive purist, he was bound to say 
that, owing to the language they would 
hear and to what was going on, though 
of no particular harm, it was not a place 


‘for children. The question was one 


solely of money. A grown-up girl cost 


| £1 and a child cost 5s. a week. The 


theatres got the children from respectable 
persons who had them as apprentices, and 
who sent them out in gangs of ten, 
twenty, or thirty. It was said by some 
that a ballet was not so pretty without 
children as with them. He did not agree 
with that. He rather preferred grown- 
up girls. They acted better, and they 
moved about better. He hoped the 
House would realise that this was purely 
a commercial question. Though the 
children were well-treated in London 
theatres, very frequently they were not 
well-treated in the travelling companies, 
which were got up by persons who had 
not very much money and who did not 
pay proper salaries, with the result that 
the children and the grown-up people got 
into difficulties in the different towns 
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they visited. The hon. Member for 
Wigan had said that he would leave it 
entirely to the magistrates to look into 
and decide in each particular case. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: The law 
provides for that. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Yes, but the 
hon. Baronet praised the law. What 
did the magistrate know about the 
matter? Then the magistrates differed 
enormously in their decisions of these 
matters. It was not always a question 
of poverty. These were often the children 
ot dressers and persons connected with 
the theatres. Theatrical managers had 
been representing the theatres as a sort 
of paradise for children; but, as men of 
the world, hon. Members knew that that 
was not the case. The hours were often 
very long—with two performances a day. 
The morning performance was from two 
to five, and the evening performance, in 
the case of a pantomime, might be from 
seven till eleven. It meant about eight 
hours for them. But then there were 
rehearsals, which very often took three 
hours. The House should remember 
that these children very frequently lived 
at long distances from the theatre at 
which they were engaged. What could 
these children do for their education if 
they had to work eleven hours? He 
thought it was infinitely better that 
they should lay down a general law that 
no child should be allowed to work after 
the hour of nine o'clock, whether in the 
factory or the theatre. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said the position was that they were 
asked to say that a local au hority or 
magistrate should have the power to 
license children to pez:form in theatres 
at the early age of nine years, and upon 
that he hoped a vote would be taken by 
the House. While he did not agree that 
these children in theatres were always 
the children of dissolute parents, many 
of them knew what poverty was, no 
doubt, and the parents were glad to get 
the earnings of the children, But he 
could say this, that often the children 
employed in some of the theatres went 
to school next day thoroughly unfit for 
their work. It was not altogether that 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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they were tired, but they were suffering 
from nervous excitability, which unfitted 
them for their work. During the panto- 
mime season these children were doing no 
good at school at all, and their school life 
was being wasted. They were thinking 
always of the theatre or of the next 
rehearsal—never of their work in school. 
But when he recollected the conditions 
under which these children lived he 
admitted it was difficult to form a 
conclusion whether the condition of the 
child or the parents should weigh with 
the House. The difficulty was not in 
London ; it was with the small companies 
that went up and down the country 
and carried with them two or three 
small children of very tender years. He 
would do anything he could to stop the 
possibility of licences being granted to 
children under nine years of age going 
about with these travelling companies. 
He knew that pressure was often brought 
to bear on the magistrates because the 
children had often been licensed in half- 
a-dozen other towns previously. To his 
mind nothing could be more injurious 
to girls of tender years than to have to 
go into some of the dressing-rooms where 
adults were preparing for the stage. 
These children travelled from one town 
to another in winter. They travelled 
about on the Sunday to get iodgings ; 
they went before the magistrates on 
Monday morning to get licensed; they 
were called for a rehearsal—sometimes 
for two—and then they went to the 
stage on Monday evening. They were 
then carried along to another town 
where much the same conditions might 
prevail. He could not conceive anything 
more likely to injure the moral character 
of young children than this. Nor was 
there any necessity for it. Why, years 
ago children were never employed in 
theatres at all. If they employed older 
persons they would be better able to 
withstand temptation than these young 
children could. The cry of poverty 
might be overcome by the proper pay- 
ment of children of maturer years, and 
it seemed to him that the interest of 
theatres would not suffer. From what 
he had seen of these children, and 
from what he had heard from young 
adults, who had been travelling children, 
and who had told him what they went 
through as children in going about to 
provincial towns—it was perfectly clear 
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that the records of these little children’s | 
lives were so dreadful that if the Mem- 
bers of the House understood what they 
really were like they would not spend 
time in discussing this question, but 
would decide that nine was far too 
early an age at which to employ these 
children. If this Amendment was 
pressed to a division he should be com- 
pelled to vote against it. But he hoped 
they might save such a position as that 
by a little modification of the Home 
Secretary's clause. Any attempt to 
jump in advance of public opinion would 
ruin the object they had in view. 
They must be prepared to go step 
by step, but he did think it was 
absurd to say that children of seven 
years were required in theatres, and it 
was monstrous that justices should 
ever have granted licences to children of 
seven years. Girls and boys of nine 
years were by this clause still to be 
carried about under these deplorable 
conditions, and still they were to expect 
them to be moral and _ respectable 
citizens in years to come’ If one of 
them survived an ordeal of this char- 
acter it was more by chance than by 
any protection afforded the children by 
the Government. He hoped the Home 
Secretary would raise the age of the 
children a little beyond nine years. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he desired to support the speech of the 
last hon. Member. He did so mainly 
because as a member of the Grand 
Committee on Trade he had followed 
the subject under discussion, particularly 
from the point of view of the hon. 
Member. In doing so he had in his 
mind what he suggested to the Home 
Secretary would happen. He told the 
right hon. Gentleman that certain | 
managers of London and provincial 
theatres, claiming to speak for the pro- 
fession, had regarded this particular 
Bill as an attempt to handicap theatrical 
children and to place the theatrical pro- 
fession in a position of great disadvantage. 
He reminded the Home Secretary at the 
Second Reading of the Bill that the sense 
of the House was in favour of strengthen- 
ing the Bill rather than of weakening it ; 
and he had warned him to beware of out- 
side agitation carried on mostly by 
correspondence in the papers, especially 


{23 June 1903} 


Children Bill. 346 


in the columns of the Daily Telegrapi. 
He now asked the House of Commons 
not to be influenced by the agitation 
carried on by people, mainly managers, 
whose interests in the profession were 
mainly financial rather than artistic or 
dramatic. He had never sat on a Grand 
Committee on Trade which was _ so 
unanimous, They had evidence from 
Glasgow, Liverpool, Manchester and all 
quarters, who spoke with authority on 
this matter, and the local education 
authority were also unanimous for the 
equal treatment of all children. He 
would ask the hon. Member for 
Manchester not to always assume that the 
House of Commons was wrong and that 
he was right in regard to child labour. 
The whole of the iocal authorities who 
had the education of children under their 
charge were in favour of the spirit and 
letter of the Bill as it left the Grand 
Committee. They were all indebted to 
Dr. Macnamara, as Chairman of the 
Schools Committee of the London School 
Board, who gave special attention to 
the subject, and brought before them 
evidence which warranted them in sup- 
porting the line they took, the object of 
which wasto raise the tone and standard of 
child employment, and which met with 
general approval in the theatrical pro 
tession. The issue had been clouded ; to 
use a recent phrase, a “false issue” hac 
been presented to the public. The 
financial managers in the theatrical pro- 
fession represented that they wanted to 
make it illegal for children to be employed 
at all. That was not so. The only thing 
the Grand Committee wanted was equal 
rights for all white children, whether they 
were engaged on the boards, in thefactory, 
the workshop or the street. It did seemto 
him that a profession which could afford 
handsome salaries—and some promoters 
gave excessively large salaries to some 
actresses, who were better paid as models 
than as dramatic exponents—ought not 


_ to ask that their profits should be advanced 


to the detriment of children of the im- 
mature age of seven or nine. Would 
anyone contend that the capacity of a 
child of seven, whether in a “ Midsummer 
Night’s Dream ” or “ Twelfth Night,” was 


| sufficiently developed to give an intelligent 


interest to the audience in what that child 
did or said? Frequently they came on, 
spoke their little part in a wooden sort of 
way, and off they went. They were 
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mere automatons. It was not done so 
well as it would be by boys or girls of 
thirteen, fourteen, or fifteen. 

What was more, this attempt to bring 
children almost in arms on the stage 
is a modern invention. If the hon. 
Member for Manchester knew anything 
about the ancient Greek or Elizabethan 
drama, he would know that no women or 
children were allowed on the stage, and 
that male parts were generally restricted 
toadults. And had the hon. Member lived 
in those glorious days he would have been 
selected on the spot either for the part of 
Mine Ancient Pistol or Sir John Falstaff. 
He would be the last person in the world 
to accuse Mr. Beerbohm Tree of being 
anything but as kind, as genial, and as 
generous to the children as he believed he 
was. With regard to one of the best 
friends the stage had ever had—viz., Sir 
Henry Irving—no one would insinuate 
that a gencleman of his kindly tempera- 
ment could be anything but kind to 
children, however old or young they 
were. It was a mistake to found general 
laws on the generosity of a few. Laws 
were for the mean and ungenerous on 
behalf of the weak. But the point was, 
that children were engaged in large 
numbers of London and __ provincial 
theatres for a month or two months. 
Before a pantomime was produced those 
children very frequently had from two 
to four hours’ rehearsal—from ten in 
the morning till one or two in the 
afternoon. They then went home to 
sleep; they went back to the theatre 
at 7, and probably did not leave until 
11 or 11.30, when they had to take the 
omnibus, or the County Council all-night 
tram, home to the woman or man looking 
after them. When matinées were given 
these children were seven, nine, and some- 
times ten and twelve hours away from 
home, and he held that in the case of 
children of from seven to nine years of 
age it was monstrous that they should 
allow it, when the same work could be 
done better by elder boys and girls. The 


Home Secretary admitted that the age | 


of seven was too low, and the theatrical 
profession, as a concession to the Com- 
mittee, were quite prepared that it should 
be raised to nine. He thought nine was 
too low. It ought to be thirteen or four- 
teen at least. In his opinion the magis- 
trates were incapable of doing the work 
required by the Bill properly. He made 
no reflection on the magistrates, speaking 
Mr. John Burns, 
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generally. They did their work exceed- 
ingly well and sympathetically. The 
theatrical profession insisted that the 
magistrates should grant the certificates 
and licenses. And why? Because they 
knew very well that the local authority 
responsible for looking after the educa- 
tion of all other grades of children, from 
which the theatrical children ought not 
to be exempt, were a more efficient body 
for this particular purpose. They knew 
the best. schools the theatrical children 
could go to; they knew the line of least 
resistance both to the public and the 
children, better than the magistrates. 
The local authority would in the interests 


348 


of the children apply the law more 
efficiently than the magistrates, and 


that was why the theatrical profession 
conceded two years to the minimum 
age, with the gallant Member’s hope 
that the Home Secretary would do what 
he was sorry to say he had done—at- 
tempted to overturn the decision of 
the Grand Committee on Trade by 
a decisive majority. He trusted the 
House would remember what the vicar of 
the theatrical quarter of Soho said in his 
letter to The Times—-viz., that there was 
overwhelming evidence that the age was 
too low, that the education of the children 
was neglected, and that they were sub- 
jected to physical, mental, and moral 
disadvantage. He knew that the House 
of Commons was the friend of the drama, 
and that hon. Members sometimes had a 
night out, or a night off, at the theatre. 
This was not a question of the Puritan 
against the other fellows ; it was a matter 
of their kindliness on behalf of children 
who where unable to help themselves. 
He trusted that the House of Commons 
would endorse the practically unanimous 
desire of the Grand Committee, and save 
them from the scandal of theatrical 
children being employed at the tender 
ages of six to seven and nine. He hada 
boy between seven and eight. He was a 
sturdy youngster, with all his mother’s 
beauty and his father’s virtues, but sturdy 
though he was, he should be very reluctant 
to see that little lad having to go to 
Drury Lane at ten o’clock in the morning, 
'and that he himself should have to open 
the door for him at one o’clock in the 
morning on his return home from West- 
minster. They had a right to apply the 
same doctrine of commisseration to other 
people’s childrer which they asked for 
| their own. 
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*Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) | did not believe that the terrible things 
said he wished to speak, not as a philan-| that had been depicted really existed. 
thropist, or as a Puritan, but as one of | Tke hon. Member for Battersea had paid 
the few medical men of the House, and | a well-deserved tribute to Mr. Beerbohm 
to raise his voice against the employment | Tree and Sir Henry Irving, but they were 
of children in theatres. If there was | no exceptions to the general rule. The 
one class of employment for children | hardship and suffering supposed to be 
which developed their nervous system | inflicted on children were altogether 
as against their physical system, it was | overdrawn in the accounts given of their 
this theatrical employment. What was|employment. Managers were not the 
wanted in this country was an im-| inconsiderate tyrants the right hon. 
provement in the physique of the | Member for Cambridge University had 
people, but if we let these little | described. 
children be brought up in the nervous b ; 
surroundings of the theatrical stage we} Sik JOHN GORST: I never said 
would produce a class of neurotics. | anything of the kind. 

Therefore he entered his strongest pro- | ; irae 

test against the employment of these | _ Mr. GALLOWAY said the right hon. 

voung children in theatres. | Gentleman spoke of the early Victorian 

24 | days, when respectability was supposed to 
| be the fashion. 

Mr. GALLOWAY said that this was a | 
subject in which he had some interest. He | Sir JOHN GORST: “Still supposed.” 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman who had 
put this Amendment on the Paper would 
Jearn whata good many of them had learned 
i: Parliamentary life, and that was, 
the uselessness of endeavouring to 
bring two points of opinion together 
which were absolutely irreconcilable ; 
that it was very little use endeavouring , . Si ts . . 
to bring about a compromise with | lenges any eee That certainly 
opponents of the employment of | V4 Rot My object. 
children in theatres when those hon. | 
Gentlemen had made up their minds; Mr. GALLOWAY suggested that 
that under no circumstances whatever | they had better agree to differ. His 
would they have any compromise. The | right hon. friend gave him the impres- 
issue as to whether the children should | sion that he reflected very severely on 
be employed after nine o’clock in the | theatrical managers, who did as a rule 
evening, and not before ten o'clock in the | treat the children kindly and gave them 
morning, was not raised at the present | opportunity for education. It was now 
stage. The issue to be decided by the | admitted that theatrical managers did 
House was whether the jurisdiction of | look after the children. The question 
the magistrates was to be preserved, or | the House had to decide was not 
whether it should be handed over to the | whether children should be employed in 
local authorities. From a_ practical | theatres, but whether a new authority 
point of view there should be no difficulty | should be substituted for the existing 
about it. If they were to hand over the | authority. In view of the fact that 
discretion to the local authorities it | theatrical managers did see that the 
should be an absolute discretion. There | children were properly educated, and 
was nothing more necessary in the | given such a start as would be of the 
administration of a law of that kind than | utmost benefit to them in their future 
that there should be equal administrationas | careers, he failed to see why they should 
between the rich and the poor, and as | give to some scientific local authority a 
between locality and locality. Since this | power to refuse licences which otherwise 
matter had been brought to his notice | the managers would be able to get from 
he had taken considerable trouble to | magistrates in the exercise of their judicial 
inquire, not only in London but through- | authority. He hoped the Home 
out the country, as to what happened in | Secretary would adhere to the principle 
regard to children in the theatres. He | of the clause. 





Mr. GALLOWAY asked what was the 
object of the right hon. Gentleman in 
drawing attention to that matter, except 
'to cast a slur on present theatrical 
| INanagers ? 
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Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
appealed to the Home Secretary not to 
modify this clause. The solicitude for 
children was, in his opinion, one of the 
most hopeful features in modern legisla- 
tion. The restrictions upon the employ- 
ment of children would cause some 
inconvenience to agriculture, but in the 
interest of the children that must be 
submitted to. He objected strongly to 
exception being made for employment 
of children in theatres, employment far 
more harmful to children than agricul- 
ture, and he held that no partiality 
should jbe shown for one industry over 
another. Least of all should there be 
any partiality shown to the theatrical 
interest. 


Employment of 


Mr. COCHRANE said some of the 
opponents of the clause spoke as if the 
object of the Government were to impose | 
some conditions which made it easier to | 
employ children in theatres. This was | 
the opposite of the truth. The Bill was 
intended to protect children in every 
possible way. But in these matters they 
must proceed by slow degrees. It would 
be a monstrous thing to put a sudden 
stop to the industry by which, after all, 
a certain number of children were ob- 
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taining an honest livelihood. The 
alteration of the age limit and_ the | 
powers of inspection given to the local | 
authority increased the protection given ! 
to the children and the possibility of 
dealing with cases of hardship such as ! 
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had been referred to. One magistrate, 
Mr. Mead, had drawn up certain rules 
to regulate such employment of children 
as he licensed, and if these orders were 
carried out they would substantially 
meet the desires of the House. They 
wished to ensure that these orders 
would be properly carried out, and this 
clause, in his opinion, provided that 
there should be efficient inspection. He 
hoped the House would agree that it 
was not desirable at one blow to prevent 
these children from earning an honest 
livelihood. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said it had been suggested that 
agriculturists stood in a different posi- 
tion from theatrical managers because 
they desired to employ children during 


| school hours, whereas theatrical perform- 


ances did not interfere with school work. 
That was a mere quibble, for the 
children who were employed until half- 
past ten or eleven o'clock at night could 
not be in a fit condition to go to school 
at nine o’cluck in the morning. Children 
under twelve years of age ought not to 
be allowed to earn their own living. He 
hoped the Home Secretary would give 
way. 


Question put. 


The House divided ; Ayes, 139; Noes, 
116. (Division List No. 130.) 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sackville, Col. S. @. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J. E.B.([sleof Wight 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


NOES. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Higin & Nrn 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr T'yd 
Hay, Hon. Claude ‘eor; 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur U. 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


| Kearley, Hudson, E. 


| Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
re Batty 
Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leng, Sir John 


Levy, Maurice 
Lundon,W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | 


Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Michl. (Lond. Univ | 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he did 


Markham, Arthur Basil 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


| Murphy, John 


Myers, William Henry 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, S.) 


| Norman, Henry 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 


O’Dowd, John 
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Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, EZ.) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Zancs.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf. Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. S. (York, HB. R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 





O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Partington, Oswald 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 

| Rose, Charlex Day 

| Russell, T. W. 

| Samuel, Herbt, L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (/orfarshirs) 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
| Spear, John Ward 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Phili 
White, Luke (York, HZ. P.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaa’) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcester., NV.) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 








TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir John Gorst and Mr. 
Tennant. 





; a If he showed any signs of a willingness to 

not know whether in view of the | accept his proposal he would not trouble 

result of the division which had just | the House further. It was quite evident 

taken place the Home Secretary would | from the division that had just taken 

be inclined to accept his Amendment. place that the opinion of the House was 
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in favour of a large measure of further pro- 
tection for children employed in theatres. 
He was surprised to learn that children 
of such tender years as seven should be 
licensed to take part in theatrical per- 
formances. He understood that these 
children were introduced into the different 
plays and pantomimes solely for the 
purpose of administering to the pleasures 
and amusement of adult audiences. That 
was a condition of things that ought not 
to exist, and grown-up men and women 
ought to be ashamed of desiring the 
employment of infants for their amuse- 
ment and pleasure. This class of work 
could not be defended upon any ground 
whatever as suitable employment for 
children of from seven to nine years 
of age. Before the Grand Committee up- 
stairs he suggested that nine would be 
better than seven, and the Under Secre- 
tary in charge of the Bill agreed with 
him, and the Government adopted his 
suggestion and made it nine. It might 
be said that he ought to be satisfied with 
that concession. | MINISTERIAL cries of 
“ Hear, hear.”| At that time his state 
of ignorance as to theatre work and the 
nature of this employment was such that 
he thought to make the limit nine would 
be a considerable advance, but since then 
he had heard so much more about the 
question that he thought he was perfectly 
justified in submitting an Amendment 
substituting twelve for nine as the limit 
of the age at which children should be 
employed on the stage. The hon. Mem 
ber for West Ham, whose authority to 
speak upon the necessity of rest for 
children between school hours for the edu- 
cational purposes could not be denied, had 
shown to the House with great force how 
this class of employment excited the brains 
of the children, and how it absolutely 
unfitted them for their school work the 
next day. It had been shown by the 
hon. Member for Northampton that a 
child was liable to eleven or twelve hours 
employment in its profession as an actor. 
If his hon. friend was right in that con- 
tention a child employed in that way had 
no hours left whatever for education. 
They could not put a child for four or 
five hours a day to study in school after 
it had been employed for eleven hours in 
the exciting work of rehearsals and per- 
formances on the stage. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Camber- 
well, Peckham): Where is that done ? 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


Employment of 


{COMMONS} 





356 


Children Biil. 


Mr. BROADHURST said the hon. 
Member for Northampton had shown 
that a child was liable to be employed for 
eleven or twelve hours a day. e hon. 
Member for Northampton had probably 
had as much experience in these matters 
as the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Peckham, and he preferred the authority 
of his hon. friend. Under these circum- 
stances he submitted with confidence his 
Amendment raising the age from nine to 
twelve. He had been severely criticised 
by a number of actors for interfering with 
a state of things which enabled children 
at seven years of age to be employed, 
whereas no other form of industry or 
profession was allowed to employ children 
under fourteen years of age. No case 
had been made out why a special clause 
should be given in favour of child labour 
in theatres beyond and above what was 
given to other employers of labour. Many 
of those theatres were great profit-making 
concerns, and were quite capable of 
paying the full price for adult labour or 
for the labour of young persons. In 
his judgment twelve years of age was 


quite low enough to allow for this 
special kind of employment. He did 
not propose to detain the House 


any longer, because he was anxious that 
this Bill should go through. He thought 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Home Department would give him credit 
for having done his best to promote the 
progress of this Bill during the Committee 
Stage upstairs. He was anxious that the 
Bill should become law, and he only 
desired to make it better law, and give 
greater protection to the young. In his 
judgment, if the Home Secretary would 
agree to accept his Amendment he would 
find an almost universal approval, not 
only in the House but throughout the 
country, that he was taking a wise and 
reasonable step. He agreed that it was 
not wise to make too great a change all 
at once, but his proposal was a reason- 
able one, and he hoped the Home 
Secretary would see his way to accept 


it. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 5, to leave out the word * nine,’ and 
insert the word ‘ twelve.’” —{ Mr. Broadhurst.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘nine’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL thought that 
after the division which had just taken 
place there was not much use in carrying 
this question further. The division was 
a rather remarkable one, but if the 
Home Secretary could see his way to 
make some concession on this point he 
thought that it would facilitate the 
progress of the measure. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he was 
never blind to appeals which had behind 
them the general sense of [the House. 
He understood that in Grand Committee 
the hon. Member for Leicester himself 
suggested “nine” as the age. Amid the 
diversity of opinion he had great diffi- 
culty in coming to an agreement on the 
subject, but in order to show that he 
was not entirely beyond compromise he 
would agree to accept “ ten.” 


Mr. BROADHURST said that in view 
of the conciliatory speech of the Home 
Secretary he would accept the conces- 
sion made and asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed — 


_ “Tn line 5, to leave out the word ‘nine’ and 
insert the word ‘ ten.’” —(Mr. Broadhurst.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘nine’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Surely the 
Home Secretary could go a little further. 
Why had he come down to ten? The 
right hon. Gentleman said that if he 
went beyond nine he would get the 
support of the bulk of the Members of 
the House. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he had 
stated nothing of the sort. He said 
that nine was agreed to as a compromise 
before the Grand Committee. He hoped 
the hon. Member would not press this 
point. He had made a reasonable con- 
cession and he could not go further. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: said he should 
move twelve after ten had been accepted. 
He said these children were mainly em- 
ployed in pantomimes which did not finish 
until very nearly twelve o'clock. A great 
many of the children lived a considerable 
distance from the theatres, and really it 
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was too much to ask that a child of ten 
years of age should be kept up in a 
theatre until such a late hour. 


Mr. GALLOWAY hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would realise that it was 
useless to attempt to make compromises 
with hon. Gentlemen opposite. The hon, 
Member for Leicester in the Grand Com- 
mittee agreed to accept the age of nine, 
Personally, he was quite prepared to go 
farther than that, but nine was accepted 
as a compromise. The age had now been 
extended a year. A limit must be put 
to these attempts to compromise, and the 
right hon. Gentleman had better adhere 
to the provision of the Bill. 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) said he was extremely 
anxious to see the Bill carried. But though 
the supporters of the measure would rather 
the age were fixed at fourteen, they recog- 
nised what the Home Secretary had said, 
and wereonly tooglad toaccept ten, because 
they believed the right hon. Gentleman 
intended to make the Bill as good a Bill 
as he could and to carry with him the 
support of as large a section of the House 
as possible. Personally, the only part of 
the work of the House he enjoyed was 
the Committee work upstairs, and he 
desired to support it in every way he 
could. There party spirit had been to a 
large extenteliminated, and these proposals 
were not made in any party spirit at all. 


*Mr. TENNANT dissented from the 
view that there were measures of greater 
importance waiting to be dealt with by 
the House. He looked upon the measure 
under discussion as being as important 
as any before the House, and to prove 
his anxiety that it should pass he 
appealed to the hon. Member for North- 
ampton not to press his proposed 
Amendment. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE asked whether 
he would be in order in proposing the 
insertion of “twelve” in the place of 
“ten” after the latter limit had been 
inserted. 


Mr. SPEAKER said he should first put 
the Question, “That ‘nine’ stand part,” 
which he presumed would be negatived 
by general consent. He would then put 
the Question “That ‘ten’ be inserted.” 
The hon. Member could not move an 
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Amendment to that, but if he succeeded 
in getting it negatived there would be a 
blank in the clause, and the hon. Member 
could move to fill that blank by the 
insertion of “twelve.” 


.Mr. LABOUCHERE said in that case 
he would risk losing the limit of ten ; 
therefore he contented himself by pro- 
testing against the provision. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that while 
he hoped the House would accept the 
suggestion of the Home Secretary, it 
must not go forth to those particularly 
interested in theatrical work that the 
House of Commons proposed to allow 
the age to remain at the limit of 
ten. The proposal would be accepted 
now, because it was realised that pro- 
gress in matters of this sort must be 
by degrees. Fourteen years ago Mr. 
Matthews, the then Conservative Home 
Secretary, was defeated because he re- 
sisted the raising of the age for half-time 
labour to eleven, and he was not at all 
sure the same fate would not have befallen 
the present Home Secretary had he gone 
to a division un this matter. He was 
glad, however, that that had been avoided, 
but he desired it to be distinctly under- 
stood that he reserved his right of moving, 
in subsequent sessions, a higher age limit 
than ten. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS supported the 
view of the hon. Member for West 
Ham. He believed that if many Mem- 
bers had not thought that the carry- 
ing of the last Amendment would have 
meant the loss of the Bill the Home Secre- 
tary would have been defeated. The Bill, 
he held, would have to be amended in an 
early session. The House had no right 
to impose on agriculture and other 
industries, which did not make the 
money which the theatrical profession 
made out of child-labour, a standard of 
thirteen or fourteen years, and to enable 
this lucrative profession to put children 
to work at the age of ten. He hoped 
that eventually thirteen would be made 
the minimum age at which children could 
be employed for theatrical purposes. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Word “ ten ” inserted. 
Mr. Speaker. 
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Clause as amended added. 


Clause (Limitation of time)— 


“With respect to summary proceedings for 
offences and fines under this Act and an 
by-law made thereunder the information shall 
be laid within three months after the com- 
mission of the offence.” —(Sir Francis Powell.) 

Brought up, and read the first and 
second time, and added. 


Sir EDWARDSTRACHEY (Somerset - 
shire, S.) moved the insertion of a new 
clause, the object of which was to give 
County Councils power to delegate their 
powers of making by-laws to any borough 
or district council within their areas. If a 
County Council did not desire to put the 
Act into force throughout the whole of 
its area, it could then empower the council 
of a borough or district to make by-laws 
suited to its particular needs, without 
any outside interference. In his own 
county there was a large watering-place 
of over 20,000 inhabitants, which, un- 
fortunately, would be unable to make 
its own by-laws, because at the time of 
the census of 1901 it was just under the 
20,000 limit. But that was just one of 
the places in which it would be desirable 
to have special by-laws applicable to its 
own particular circumstances, and it was 
to meet such cases as that he moved this 
new clause. 


Clause (Delegation of power to make 
by-law)— 

“The County Council of any county may, 
if it thinks fit, delegate its powers to make by- 
laws under this Act to any Borough or Dis- 
trict Council within its area.”—(Sir Edward 
Strachey.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “ That the clause 
be read a second time.’ 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY hoped the Home 
Secretary would not accept this proposal. 
It seemed to hold out the prospect of 
the same confusion as had been ex- 
perienced in regard to school attend- 
ance by-laws, where a multitude of 
small authorities enjoyed the right of 
_making by-laws, with the result that 
the by-laws differed in effect and 
|object, and were a source of endless 
worry to magistrates, confusion to 
parents, and dissatisfaction generally. 
| One of the merits of the Education Act 
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of last year was that it did away with 
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/make by-laws suited to their localities; 


that condition of things, and he hoped | and unless such a power were given 


that the same local authority as formed 
the regulations dealing with children 
within school-hours would have the 


under which the children should work 
out of school-hours. It was eminently 


desirable that the power of making the | 


whole‘of the regulations should be vested 
in the one authority. 


"Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) regretted 
he could not support his hon. friend. This 
was a matter which required to be looked 
at from the point of view, not of a small 
locality, but of a larger area, such as 
thatjof the County Council. It was a 
matter of considerable importance, re- 
quiring a large and enlightened view of 
policy, and that large view was more 
likely to be obtained in a County 
Council than in a District Council. 


Sm EDWARD STRACHEY dissented. 


Mr. BRYCE said that, at any rate, 
the hon. Baronet would not deny that 
the County Council controlled a larger 
area than the District Council, and 
that appeared to be a reason for leaving 
the matter in the hands of the JGounty 
Council. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS pointed out 
that they were not dealing with such a 
question as education, which was uni- 
form throughout the country, but with 
the labour and earnings of the poor, and 
even the poorest classes. He would look 
with the greatest apprehension on this 
Bill if ,uniformity was to be imposed. 


In the smaller areasthe requirements were | 
altogether different to those in the larger | 


areas. He objected to allowing a central | 
|appeal to the hon. Gentleman not to 


authority to make by-laws for districts 
they knew nothing about. The Bill 
would be good or bad according to the 
nature of the local authority that had 
to administer it. He had the greatest 
faith in the councils of boroughs to 


| there would be confusion of administra- 
\tion, and great hardship would be in- 
‘flicted on the children in agricultural 
duty of laying down the conditions | 


districts. He appealed to the hon. 
Baronet to withdraw his Amendment 
in order that the matter might be dealt 
with on the definition clause. He hoped 
when the House reached that clause the 


Government would revert to the original 


proposal of the Bill, which was the only 
logical provision—viz., that the councils 
which knew the needs of their localities 
should have the making of the by-laws. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset 
shire, E.) thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man who had just spoken had gone very far 
beyond the Amendment. The only ques- 
tion raised by the Amendment was 
whether or not the County Council was 
fit to make by-laws with regard to every 
district within its area. [‘No.”] Surely 
it was not desirable that in a county 
where there were thirty different author- 
ities there should be a possibility of thirty 


different sets of by-laws. That would 
certainly not be for the convenience of 
the public, and the confusion and ignor- 
ance of the law to which it might lead 
would probably result in more hard- 
ship than the provisions of the Bill. 
County Councils were not so ignorant 
of the needs of the different parts 
of their respective areas as the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to think. 
Under the Local Government Act, the 
County Councils constantly made by- 
laws for different parts of the county : 
and he could not see why, under this 
Bill, there would be any difficulty in the 
matter. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLASsaidhe would 


It was not at all 
necessary, and would only give rise to 


press the clause. 


serious complications. 


Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 14 ; Noes, | 228. (Division List No. 131.) 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allen, Uhas. P. (Glos., Stroud) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | 
Robert 


Bain, Colonei James 

Baifour, Rt. Hn. A. J. Man’r 
Balfour, Capt, C. B. (Hornsey 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Johu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell,J.H.M.(DublinUniv 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.; 
Carlile, William Walter 


Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) | 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.JA( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Ha: 
Cofomb,SirJ chnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Al C) 
Corlett T. L. A toh North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bo/ton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. U. 


Doughty, Geo: 
Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Do: Sir Wm. Theodote 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. ings 


Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 


AYES. 


| Helme, Norval Watson 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere 


: rg 
Philipps, John Wynford 





NOES. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

| Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 

| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, P. 8. (Warwick, S.W. 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Higin & Nrn 

| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 

Gore,HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Sa/op 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Greene, Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. 

Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 

Grenfell, William Henry 

Greville. Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall. Edward Marshall 

Hamilton, Rt Hn 14.G.(Midz 

| Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tid 

| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hav, Hon. Claude George 

| Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt Hon Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 

| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Henderson. Sir Alexan ler 

| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, RtHn H (Somerset, F 
Hogg. Lindsay 

| Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 

| Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 

| Jebb, Sir Richard Clayerhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 

| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 

| Keswick, William 

| Langley, Batty 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 

| Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 

| Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 

| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 

| Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 

| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 


| 
} 


| 








| 


| Tomkinson, James 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Edward Strachey and 
Mr. Markham. 


Levy, Maurice 

Loder. Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. .it. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman ; 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestof't 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 


M‘Crae, 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dum/frvessh. 
Meysey-Thompeon, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham ( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Norman, Henry 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, 


| ezer r 
| Parti , Oswal 
| Peel Ww 


m. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John §. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Kobert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. a 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
H. 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherfor i, John (Lancashire) 
ille, Col. S. G. Stopford. 

Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 

Samuel, HerbertL. (Cleveland) 


wann, Charles E. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) ' 
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Seely, Chas, Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight | 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sindlair, 5 ohn (Forfarshire) 

, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) | 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanark. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 
S$ nley, Lord (Lancs.) 


| Talbot, Rt Hn. JG.( 
Taylor, Theo. C. ( iffe) 
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Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


daf’d Univ. 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, a?" erthyr 
Thomas, J. A. ys Gower) 
Thomson, F. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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White, Luke (York, Z. RB.) 
Whiteley, H. ~—- — 
Whitley, J. tf oz! 
Willox, Sir John Arokibata 
Wilson, A. S. (York, H. BR.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcester., N 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. Bati> 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Stevenson, Francis S. Valentia, 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 
Stock, James Henry 


*Mr. TENNANT said that the Amend- , 
ment he desired to move dealt with the 
question whether it should be compulsory 
on local authorities to make by-laws. 
The Committee upstairs came to the 
conclusion that it would be wiser to 
make it compulsory. One of the strongest 
supporters of that view was the hon. 
Member for Manchester who, on the 
Second Reading of the Bill, said that if 
those regulations were to be made at all 
it was essential that they should be 
compulsory. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife on the Second 
Reading also said that in order to obtain 
uniformity it was of great importance 
that the local authorities should be com- 
No doubt, 
the local authorities in the great towns, 


pelled to issue those by-laws. 


such as Birmingham, Leeds and Man- 
chester, would act properly; but there 
which 
conform to the standard 
them. He 
would be prepared to withdraw his 
Amendment in favour of the Amendment | 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member | 
for Oxford University, which provided 
that it should be the duty of every local 
authority to issue by-laws, 


were other local authorities 
would not 


that would be set by 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word 
‘any, and insert the word ‘ every.’”—(Mr. 


’iscount 

Ww alrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney y | 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | Webb, Col. William George | 


‘compelled to 





Tennant.) 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘any stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that in 
Grand Committee the word “shall” 
was inserted instead of “may”; and he 
now proposed to ask the House to re- 
insert “may.” The word “shall” was 
inserted by nineteen votes to seventeen ; 
but when the same point arose in Clause 
2 it was decided the other way by twenty- 
and the word 
“may” was now in Clause 2. On the 
Second Reading of the Bill the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife 
said that one of the chief reasons why 
he supported the Bill was because it was 
optional, and it was the view of the 
Government that the County Councils 
and the urban authorities should not be 


one votes to fourteen ; 


make those by - laws. 
Moreover children might be employed in 
an industry in one district under con- 
not require the 
making of by-laws at all; and he did 
not think that it was the view of the 
House that the Bill should be of a com- 
He had 


sufficient trust in the local authorities to 


ditions which would 


pulsory or cast-iron character. 
leave the matter tc them. They were 
the proper authorities to decide whether 
or not by-laws were required in ‘their 
own districts, 
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Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) | 
said he also trusted the local authorities, | 
but the object of his Amendment was to | 
make it quite clear that the local author- | 
ities should not disregard the matter, | 
and that it should be the duty of each | 
local authority to decide the matter for | 
itself. Otherwise, some local authorities 
would be negligent ; and it was for them | 
that the law was intended. | 


Adjourn ment 


| 
' 
} 
| 
| 


Mr. GALLOWAY said that the! 
question at issue was whether the Bill | 
should be compulsory or not. It was | 
obvious it could not be decided in the | 
few minutes that remained, and he| 
would therefore move the adjournment | 
of the debate. 


| The 


*Mr, TENNANT asked when the Bill | 
would be taken again. 

*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that | 
that question should be addressed to the | 
First Lord of the Treasury. It was | 
quite clear, however, it could not be) 
proceeded with during the present week. | 


Motion made and Question, “ That 
further consideration of the Bill, as 
amended, be now adjourned.”—(Mr. 
Galloway)—Put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, to be further con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


MARINE STORE DEALERS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[The Lorp Apvocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) in the Chair. | 
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Clause 2— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘article’ 
to insert the words, ‘Provided that where 
articles of the same kind, value, and descrip- 
tion are on any particular occasion bought or 
sold in a lot or parcel it will be sufficient to 
describe such lot or parcel without describing 
each of the several articles comprising same.’ ” 


| —(Mr. MaeVeagh.) 


Question, ‘* That those words be there 
inserted,’ put, and agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8S.) 
said he would move to report Progress. 
Amendments were not on the 
Paper; and the Gentlemen who usually 


took charge of business after midnight 
| were strangely silent. 


Mr. NANNETTI 
Green) said he would appeal to the hon. 
Member not to persist in his Motion. 


'The Bill was urgently demanded in 


Dublin and Belfast ; and all the parties 
concerned were agreed regarding it. 


Bill reported, as amended, to be con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported; as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 


COAL MINES (CERTIFICATES) BILL. 
Lords Amendment to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes. 
after Twelve o'clock. 


(Dublin, College . 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | Trustees to make charges for admission 
Wednesday, 24th June, 1903 on bank holidays.” Read the first time ; 
Pn ¢ . | to be read a second time. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. | Rochester Corporation Tramways and 
FE pee Improvements Bill [Lords]. Report 

23rd J from the Select Committ 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL = © Standing a lees lata aaa 
BUSINESS. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time. 

Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords] ; 
Ulster and Connaught Light Railways Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be sional Orders (No. 7) Bill. Reported, 
read the third time. without Amendment [Provisional Orders 

confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 

Barry Railway Bill [Lords]; Dideot,, Bill to be read the third time to- 
Newbury and Southampton Railway morrow. 

Bill [Lords]; Fife Electrical Power Bill 

{Lords}; Nottinghamshire and Derby-| Public Petitions Committee. Sixth 
shire Tramways Bill [Lords]. Read a Report brought up and read; to lie 
second time, and committed. upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Scottish American Mortgage Company, — Local Government Provisional Orders 
Limited, Bill [Lords]. To be read a (No. 8) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
second time to-morrow. ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


ch indicates revision by the Member. 


Willesden Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed. Pa 

Local Government Provisional Orders PETITIONS. 
(No. 4) Bill. Lords’ Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders Petition from Selkirk, for alteration ; 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Read the third ‘© lie upon the Table. 


time, and passed, with Amendments. | iopNCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 


BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 


(*) at the commencement of a Snev 


: Local Government (Ireland) Provi- | PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
sional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Local Govern- BILL. 
‘= ment Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Petitions against: from Stonehouse 


$ = Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (two); and Devonport (two); to lie 
(No. 2) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provi- upon the Table. 
pp! Orders (No. 3) Bill; Pier and 
x Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ;, LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders. MENT BILL. 
(No. 6) Bill, As amended, considered ;| Petition from Denny and Dunipace, 
to be read the third time to-morrow. / for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provj.| MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 


sional Orders (No. 3) Bill [by Order]. | a SISTER BILL. 

Consideration, as amended, deferred till | Petitions against: from Malling . 

Monday next. —— ; and Southwark ; to lie upon 
- Table. 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill. ‘‘ To es 
amend the Alexandra Park and Palace | PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


(Public Purposes) Act, 1900; and to| Petitions in favour: from Annbank . 
confer powers on the Alexandra Park and Wakefield; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER BILL. IRISH LAND BILL. 


Petition from Richmond (Surrey),| Return ordered, “showing particulars 
against ; to lie upon the Table. | with respect to advances for the pur- 
fe< of holdings and repayments to 


— a Land Commission under Clauses 1 and 
RETURN S, REPORTS, ETC. 40.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE RETIRE. | Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
MENT AT 65). upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 

Return [presented 23rd June] to be 222. 
printed. [No. 220.] 


I 
to 








| COUNCIL OF BOROUGHS IN ENGLAND 
5 AND WALES (INDEBTEDNESS). 

See See Return ordered, “showing the Total 

Return presented, relative thereto | Indebtedness of the Councils of Boroughs, 

[Address 25th May—Major Evans-Gordon|; | other than Metropolitan Boroughs, in 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | England and Wales on the 31st day of 
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—(Mr. John Ellis.) on the principal imports from Germany 
and Canada.”—( Mr. Loder.) 





TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED 
KINGDOM, CANADA, AND GERMANY. en 


Return ordered, ‘‘ showing (a) Statistics QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
for the years 1890-1902 of (1) trade| CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
between Germany and Canada, (2) trade 
between Germany and the United vers : 
Kingdom, (3) trade between the United| Phthisis in Workhouse Infirmaries. 
Kingdom and Canada; (b) Import duties) Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
levied (1) in Germany on the principal | Spalding): To ask the President of the 
imports from Canada and the United | Local Government Board whether he 
Kingdom, (2) in Canada on the principal | receives reports from the Poor Law in- 
imports from the United Kingdom and | spectors as to the number of cases of 
Germany, and (3) in the United Kingdom | phthisis in the infirmary wards of the 
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workhouses of England and Wales ; and, 
ifso, whether such reports state whether 
the patients are isolated and receive 
special treatment; has his attention 
been drawn to cases in which such 
patients have been placed in the same 
ward as other patients; and whether, 
seeing the danger of infection caused 
thereby, will he consider the advisability 
of providing fresh regulations for the 
isolation and treatment of all cases of , 
phthisis in the workhouses of the, 
country. 
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possessions in 1902, including Pro- 


| tectorates, was £106,793,033. Our ex- 


ports of the produce and manufactures 


of the United Kingdom were in the 


same year to British possessions, includ- 
ing Protectorates, £109,028,611. 


Regulation of Metropolitan Street Traffic 
—Excavation of the Streets. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 

the Secretary of State for the Home 

Department whether, having regard to 


| the difficulties imposed upon the Metro- 


_politan Police in the regulation of traffic 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
ordinary reports made by the inspectors 
would not necessarily specify the number 
of cases of phthisis in the infirmary 
wards of the workhouses, but in 
particular instances the reports refer | 
to the manner in which these cases are 
dealt with by the guardians. Where | 
it appears that patients suffering from | 
this disease are in wards with other 
patients I urge the guardians to take 
steps to secure their isolation. The num- 
ber of workhouses where special provision 
is made by the guardians for phthisical 
patients is steadily increasing, and I do 


not propose at present to issue regula- 


tions on the subject. 


British Trade with the Colonies. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can state the 
amount of imports into the United 
Kingdom from British Colonies in 1846 
and 1902, and the amount of the 
exports from Great Britain and Ireland 
to British Colonies in those years. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 


The published Returns of 1846 do not | 


give the values of the imports from each 
country and possession. But the declared 
value of the exports of British and Irish 
produce and manufactures to British 
possessions, including India and the. 
Channel Islands, was £16,277,589, an | 
amount which is somewhat in excess, as | 
the Return includes the whole of our | 
exports to West Africa, no distinction 
being made between our possessions | 
and the possessions of other countries or | 
native territories. According to the | 
latest Returns of Trade and Navigation | 
the value of our imports from British 


by the action of the County Council and 
borough authorities, as well as the tele- 
graph, telephone, gas, water, and hydraulic 
power engineers, in taking up the most 
frequented streets at this time of the 
year, he can provide that the work shall 
be done at night, as in Paris, Berlin, and 
New York. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 1 have no power to adopt this 
suggestion, and I can only repeat that the 


| matter is one which the Royal Commission 


on London Traffic will, no doubt, take 
into consideration. 


Return of Licences Refused Renewal. 
Sm THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 


| Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the Secre- 


tary of State for the Home Department 
if the Return of Licences Refused Renewal, 


| given in the Parliamentary Paper, No. 
| 141 of the present session, includes 
_ licences surrendered or agreed to be sur- 


rendered by brewers and others in conse- 
quence of intentions expressed by licens- 
ing magistrates to reduce the number of 
licences ; and, if not, whether he will 
order a Return of surrendered licences. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The answer to the first part 
of the Question is in the negative, and | 
do not think that it would be practicable 
tv obtain a Return giving the information 
indicated. 


Officers’ Chargers in India. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
having regard to the increased cost of 
horses in the markets in India, whether 
for Australians or country-breds, the 
European officers of the Indian cavalry 
will be allowed similar privileges as to 


N 2 
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chargers as those recently conferred upon 
cavalry officers of the British Army. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The matter is engaging the 
attention of the Government of India. 


Accommodation for Parish Medical 
Officers in Scotland. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : 
To ask the Lord Advocate whether, in 
view of the inconvenience which arises in 
parishes in the congested districts of 
Scotland from the difficulty of obtaining 
suitable accommodation for parish medical | 
officers, he will take steps to amend the | 
Local Government (Scotland) Act so as | 
to permit parish councils to provide suit- | 
able accommodation and to give them 
powers to borrew money for this pur- 


pose. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Secretary for Scotland can give no 
undertaking as to the introduction of a 
Bill to amend the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act in the sense desired by 
the hon. Member, but the matter referred 
to by him will receive due considera- 
tion. 


Belfast and Portadown Post Offices—Re- 
ligious Belief of Members of Staff. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General the number of officials 
employed in Belfast and Portadown Post 
Offices respectively, and the number of 
Protestants and Roman Catholics there 
are in each. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The numbers of the staff employed at 
the two offices in question are as stated 
in the Estimates for the year ending 31st 
March, 1904, viz.: Belfast, 513 ; Porta- 
down, 28. I have no information as to 
the religious belief of members of the 
Post Ottice staff, and I have repeatedly 
declined to make any inquiry on the 
subject. 


Salaries of Customs Watchers. 


CapTaAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state how many Customs 
watchers who joined the service since 
August, 1896, received an increase of 
salary in 1900; and whether he will 
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take steps to amend the General Order so 
that the concession may be extended to 
these men. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) No 
watchers who joined the service since 
August, 1896, received an increase of 
salary in 1900. Such increase is granted 
to a watcher for combined length of service 
| and special merit. All the watchers in 
| question are potentially within the scope 
| of the concession, and most of them may 
‘be expected in time to benefit by it. 
| No amendment of the General Order is 


| required. 





Commercial Treaties—Most-favoured- 
Nation Treatment. 
|__ SIR EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
| Trade whether he can state, with regard 
'to those countries where we do not 
enjoy, de jure or de facto, most-favoured- 
/nation treatment, the character and 
/amount of the advantages granted to 
| other countries; and if he will lay a 
| statement giving the figures. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade have no objection to 
giving this information in the form of a 
Return if my hon. friend will move for 
one. 


High Voltage Currents on Bare Wires 

on Public Roads. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade will he say what 
are the present regulations restricting 
the use of high voltage currents carried 
on bare wires over or on public roads ; 
and whether, seeing that currents 
of 10,000 to 40,000 volts are 
carried by overhead bare wires on the 
Continent and in Am: rica to the advan- 
tage of the industrial community, he 
will consider whether a pressure of 
10,000 volts could now be permitted, 
provided that efficient cradles or guards 
of a type approved by him be employed 
to protect such wires; whether he has 
any information showing that high 
tension bare wires carrying high voltage 
current have ever caused any injury or 
loss of life to the public in America and 
on the Continent when used only for 























————— 
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transmitting power to sub-stations ; and 
that the dangers to the public, if any, 
are not greater where bare wires 
transmit current direct to tram motors 
than in the case where the line is never 
in contact with a moving collector. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade have not yet made any 
regulations relating to the transmission 
of electricity at high voltage by bare 
overhead wires. | have no information 
as to injury or loss of life to the public 
caused by bare wires carrying high 
voltage supply in America or on the 
Continent, or as to the relative dangers 
to the public from wires used for tram- 
ways (where constructed under Board 
of Trade regulations) and from those 
used for other purposes. Two schemes 
have recently been submitted and are 
now before the Board’s electrical adviser, 
who has been instructed that the pro- 
moters may proceed with their works 
step by step under his supervision. The 
Board propose to give their best con- 
sideration to applications for the use of 
high voltage, dealing with each case on 
its merits. 


Report on Tariff Wars between 
Foreign Countries. 

Stir EDGAR VINCENT: To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can obtain from 
His Majesty’s representatives abroad 
reports on recent tariff wars between 
foreign Jcountries, their origin, duration, 
and result. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) Tf 
my hon. friend will be good enough to 
give me a little more detail as to the in- 
formation he requires I[ will do my best 
to obtain it for him. 


Bathing Shed at the Serpentine. 

LizvT. - ColoneL TUFNELL (Essex, 
S. E.): To ask the hon. Member for 
West Derbyshire, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether he 
would have erected by the Serpentine a 
lock-up shed for the use of the bathers in 
the morning, and place it in charge of an 
attendant. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The First Commissioner having made 
inquiry into this matter regrets that he 
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is unable to adopt the suggestion of my 


/hon. friend ; it would not be possible to 


provide adequate accommodation of the 
kind proposed for bathers without 
putting up buildings which would greatly 
disfigure the banks of the Serpentine. 


Elementary Education in Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing that the Irish child has not equal 
facilities for education in the national 
schools with the children of England and 
Scotland, and that an additional grant 
has been given to England and Scotland 
for education, he will take steps to secure 
that the balance of the Equivalent Grant 
due to Ireland should be devoted to 
elementary education solely. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 am 
not at present in a position to make any 
announcement in reference to the 
allocation of this grant. 


Town of Frankford—Change of Name. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
County Council of King’s County have 
decided, in compliance with the wishes 
of the inhabitants, to restore the ancient 
name of the town of Kilcormac instead 
of the modern oneof Frankford ; whether 
there is any enactment preventing them 
from so doing ; and, if so, will he intimate 
to the Local Government Board and the 
Commissioner of Valuation the propriety 
of not interfering with the desire of the 
County Council in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. MWyndham.) The 
County Council, at a recent meeting, 
adopted a resolution changing the name 
of the town of Frankford to that of 
Kilcormac. There is no authority, 
statutory or otherwise, enabling the 


council to make the proposed change, 
' and the council has been so informed by 


the Local Government Board. 


Interference of Police with a Public 
Meeting at Tallow. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he has received 
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a copy of a resolution of the Lismore 


{COMMONS} 


Board of Guardians, protesting against | 


the action of the police officers who 
prevented the legally convened public 
meeting announced to be held in Tallow 
on the 7th June taking place by threats 
of physical force ; and, if so, will he state 


what action he proposes to take in the | 


matter; and whether the Irish Govern- 
ment has advised the King to abandon 
his proposed visit to Lismore Castle. 


(Anwered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
promotors of the proposed meeting were 
warned two days beforehand that it 
would not be permitted to be held. An 
attempt was made to hold it, but was 
frustrated by the police, who dispersed 
the crowd without, however, using batons 
or unnecessary force. A meeting was 
held one and a-half miles distant without 
interference. No further action in the 
matter is called for. 


Army Schoolmasters—Promotions to 
Inspectorships. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War how 
many Army schoolmasters have, during 
the last twenty-five years, been gazetted 
to a commission as inspector or sub- 
inspector of Army schools before attaining 
the age of forty years, and upon what 
date was the last appointment made under 
these conditions; have any instructions 
been given, with a view to extending the 
area from which selections are made from 
the corps of Army schoolmasters to fill 
the appointment of Inspector of Army 
Schools, in order that a proportion of such 
inspectors will be commissioned before 
attaining the age of forty, and not con- 
tinue to be debarred from the advantages 
held out by the recent Army Order 
regulating their promotion to the 
honorary rank of major. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) In 
reply to the first part of the Question no 
such promotion has been made under the 

ge of forty. 

of the Question there is no intention of 
altering the present system of careful 
selection, which works well. The cases 
arising under the Army Order mentioned 
can only be very exceptional, and the 
promotion to the honorary rank of major 
was only intended for such exceptional 
cases. 


As regards the second part | 
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Re-employment of Retired Oiews— 
Report of Committee 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
when the Report of the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the cases of 
retired officers re-employed during the 
late war will be promulgated. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
My hon. and gallant friend is under a 
misapprehension, as the Committee to 
which he evidently alludes has been con- 
sidering the question of the re-employment 
of retired officers in any future war. The 
Report is not yet made. 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court— 
Case of Mr. Lewis. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the First Lord of the “Treasury 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the imprisonment of Mr, Webb, 
London County Councillor, for contempt 
of Court in connection with certain altera- 
tions of premises held in Oxford Street ; 
and, if so, whether he will have the matter 
inquired into with a view to future legis- 
lation dealing with the power of Judges 
to commit for contempt of Court, and the 
power of ground landlords to insert penal 
clauses in terminable leases. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 
understand the hon. Member to refer to 
the case of Mr. Lewis. I am advised 
that the facts are that Mr. Lewis 
deliberately broke the conditions of his 
lease, and that he defied the order of the 
Court requiring him to keep those condi- 
tions. He was accordingly imprisoned 
for contempt of Court. This seems 
hardly to be a case on which to found a 
proposal for altering the existing law. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The Cape ‘“‘ Ragging” Case. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the 
recent Court-martial at Wellington 
Barracks and the circumstances attending 
it, he will give an early day for the dis- 


cussion of the salary of the Secretary for 


War. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BALFouR, Manchester, E.): I do not see 
the relevance of the beginning of the 
(Juestion to the end. Of course, a con- 
venient day will be found for the 
further debates on the Army Estimates. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 
I suggest to the First Lord that he should 
postpone the Land Bill for ever in order 
that this “ragging” question may be gone 
into ? 


Destruction of Unsound Army Rations at 
Pretoria. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War with 
reference to the 1,700,000 Army rations 
destroyed near Pretoria during April last, 
will he state the total value so destroyed, 
the respective quantities of soldered and 
non-soldered tins, and also the names of 
the firms who respectively supplied them, 
together with the dates on which they 
were supplied ; is he aware of the fact 
that good meat properly preserved and 
tinned practically never deteriorates ; 
and, if so, is he prepared to call to 
account those persons who supplied these 
rations ; and will he lay upon the Table 
of the House the Report called for from 
the General Officer Commanding South 
Africa. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The value was approximately 
about £80,000. The numbers of soldered 
and unsoldered tins were roughly 
1,120,000 and 548,000 respectively. The 
names of the firms who supplied them are 
as follows :—Aberdeen Preserving Com- 
pany, W. Bruce, John Davidson, Duhamel 
and Company, London Canning Company, 
Maconochie Brothers, Milne and Sons, 
Moir and Wilson, John Moir and Son, 
Poulton and Noel, Sturton Brothers. 
Twenty-two thousand of the rations were 
supplied at the end of 1900, and the rest 
between April and June, 1902. Good 
meat properly preserved and tinned and 
properly stored should keep for at least 
two years without deterioration ; these 
rations, however, also contained vegetables, 
and the tins had been subjected to con- 
siderable variations of climate. The 
whole question is being investigated. 
The Report can be laid. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare 
E.): What form is the investigation 
taking, and will there be a regular and 
searching inquiry ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The War Office is 
investigating what steps are necessary. 
The inquiry will take the usual form. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): Will any claim for com- 
pensation be made against those persons 
who supplied the rations ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say; I 
shall have to make inquiry. It is im- 
possible without knowing exactly to what 
the tins have been subjected during the 
early part of the time they were in 
South Africa to say whether any blame 
attaches to the contractors or not. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Has not 
the right hon. Gentleman just admitted 
that a large proportion of these rations 
only arrived in Africa last year ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a 
position to make any further statement 
at present. 


Co-operative Unions—Free Advertise- 
ment in Army Regulations. 


Stir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether in the forthcoming Army 
Regulations it is proposed to give free 
advertisement to Co-operative Unions ; 
and if so, whether he would give those 
in the trade whose businesses may 
suffer from such competition an oppor- 
tunity of making representations before 
he finally decides to embody this 
measure in the Army Regulations. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. There 
is no such intention. Perhaps my hon. 
friend will kindly refer to an answer | 
gave on Monday last.+ 


Woolwich Arsenal Hospital. 

*Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will request the Board of Inquiry now 
sitting at Woolwich to report as to the 
desirability of providing a hospital nearer 
the danger zone than the present one, 


+ See page 59. 
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having regard to the fact that it took 
twenty minutes to remove the injured 
men to the present one, on the occasion 
of the recent explosion, owing to the 
distance. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This point has 
already been thoroughly considered and 
it is not thought advisable to provide a 
new hospital. The existing hospital is 
close to the machine shops, where the 
majority of accidents occur, while a fully 
equipped hospital train is always ready 
near the danger buildings to transport 
men to the hospital. Ample provision 
of first-aid requisites is made throughout 
the Arsenal, and men qualified to render 
first-aid are organised so as to be always 
readily available. The time taken in 
the removal of these men to the hospital 
is not considered excessive, and it must 
be remembered that first-aid had already 
been rendered before removal. 


*Mr. CROOKS: Has the War Office 
ever considered for a moment the rider 
of the jury on the occasion of the last 
explosion, that greater facilities should 
be afforded for rendering aid to the 
injured ? I know all about the first-aid 
but, honestly, this hospital is a very long 
way from the point where it is most 
needed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: All such recom- 
mendations are carefully considered ; 
but I think the hon. Member must 
realise that, considering the Arsenal, 
although containing a great number of 
workmen, is not of unlimited size, the 
provision of hospitals at various points, 
when already there are ample means of 
communication, would be putting the 
authorities to great additional expense 
and trouble. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 


is expense to men’s lives? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman not aware that 
a great many lives might be saved in 
twenty minutes ? 


*Mr. CROOKS: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consult the Inspector-General 
of the Arsenal upon this point? It is 
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a matter of burning importance. There 


are 16,000 men there. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
matter is “ne, no doubt, of great import- 
ance, but the hon. Member cannot 
debate it now. 


Woolwich Arsenal—Pay in the Danger 
one. 

Mr. CROOKS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will refer to the Committee of Inquiry 
into the explosion at Woolwich Arsenal, 
now being held at Woolwich on behalf 
of his Department, the question whether 
the system of payment partly by piece 
work and partly by day work rate is a 
source of danger, owing to the desire to 
obtain extra pay over the day rate of 
wages ; and whether it would be advan- 
tageous to the service and to the 
safety of all employees within the 
danger zone to fix such a rate of wages 
as to obviate the necessity of men work- 
ing at the present high tension. 


Mr. BRODRICK : This Committee has 
been appointed to investigate the cir- 
cumstances of the explosion and has not 
been asked to consider general questions 
of this nature. The question of amend- 
ing the present method of payment will 
be carefully considered. 


The Naval Works Bill. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say if the Naval Works Bill 
will soon be introduced ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am told by 
my naval colleagues that the Naval 
Works Bill is very nearly ready, but it 
is impossible for me as yet to fix a date 
for its introduction. 


Germany and Canadian Tariffs. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On be- 
half of the hon. Member for Galway 
City I beg “to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies what representations 
have been made to His Majesty's 
Government by the Canadian Govern- 
ment in regard to the difficulty with 
Germany over tariff regulations; when 
were such representations made; and 
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has the Canadian Government sought! Mr. LOUGH: Will it be before the 
the intervention of His Majesty’s Govern- | end of the session 
ment in the dispute. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am un- 
THE SECRETARY or STATE For | able to make any statement. 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 
Birmingham, W.): ‘the High Com- | British Guiana—Cost of Coolie Immigra- 
missioner for Canada made representa- | tion. 
tions on behalf of the Government of} Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
the Dominion on this subject in 1898 and | tary of State for the Colonies whether 
1899 which were brought before the|an active agitation has sprung up in 
yerman Government by His Majesty’s| British Guiana against the burden 
Ambassador at Berlin, and in 1901 when | thrown on the taxpayers by the cost of 
these representations had been fruitless, | coolie immigration; whether he has 
the Government of the Dominion dis-| received any memorial on the subject ; 
cussed the matter informally with the| and whether it will be open to that 
German Consul-General at Ottawa. No colony to bring this matter before the 
formal communications have passed with | Permanent Commission under the 
the Government of Canada on the/| Brussels Sugar Convention on the 





subject since 1901. |grounds that it is of the nature of a 
' bounty to the sugar producers; and if 
Germany and Canada. he can see his way to relieve the general 


Mr. BLACK (Banfishire): I beg toask | ‘@XPayers of the West Indies of any 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign | further obligations in the matter. 


Affairs what steps tle Government has = ' 

taken, or is taking, to induce Germany | P _ rs egy eared ' . wu a 
to cease differentiation against Canada | (0 “© "T8t part oy a eapennadi 
other than inviting discussion in this | Question, I have to state that the memo- 


country upon retaliatory duties ; and in| rial to which he refers has not yet been 
particular whether the attention of sesuiver. Th Sayty $6 the sone part | 


Cheitnadiis tinh’ ti, Vala temaibioten, tote | would refer the hon. Member to the 
rp | answer I returned to the recent Question 


directed to the hospitality she enjoys at | ane 
our coaling stations. of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn on 


| the same subject, 22nd June, 1903.7 
Tut UNDER-SECRETARY For | . 

FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cranporng,| South African Dynamite Industry. 
Rochester): In reply to the first Question,, Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
{ have to state that Papers showing | Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
what has passed will shortly be laid on| State for the Colonies whether, seeing 
the Table, to which I would direct the | that-on 13th January, 1899, in a despatch 
attention of the hon. Gentleman. The, to the High Commissioner, he stated that 
answer to the second Question is in the | His Majesty’s Government were advised 
negative. : | that a dynamite monopoly in the South 
| African Republic was not necessarily in- 
Trinidad Riots Inquiry. consistent with Article XIV. of the 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg London Convention, provided such a con- 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | °ession was to benefit the State generally 
Colonies whether he has yet received the | 28d not simply to favour a concessionaire, 
Report of the Commissioners sent to | he will say why now for many months 
Trinidad to inquire into the water riot ;| P@St he has permitted, in face of the 
when will it be laid before Parliament ; | Protests of British dynamite manufac- 


and whether there will be an opportunity | _—— hee! Seah o med ben 
of discussing it this session. the Pre Me pes ee ee 


| the ransvaal Government derives no 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Report | TeVe?¥e whatever ; and whether this new 
lan. shat. neh dma sontieeis pre ope | monopoly is in direct conflict with the 
wants Prd make any re gg the | views His Majesty’s Government held 


subject at present. | fal a al a _aae 


t See page 55. 
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before the war and which they repeatedly | 
pressed on the late Transvaal Govern- | 
ment. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : There is 
no intention of constituting or continuing | 
any dynamite monopoly. The duty | 
proposed for revenue purposes is 14d. | 
per lb., and I have already told the hon. | 
Member several times that the question | 
of an equivalent excise on the local manu- | 
facture is under consideration. The 
manufacture in the Cape Colony is dealt 
with under the provisions of the Conven- 
tion, but this has not yet been ratified by 
the Cape Government. Under the law 
of the late Republic all dynamite from | 
outside the State was prohibited, and 
the price was accordingly at one time 
from thirty to forty shillings per case 
higher than it is now. 


Mr. MARKHAM was understood to 
ask if the duties were not 75 per cent. 
higher than before the war ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have! 


given all the information I have. 


Kimberley Diamond Mines. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether, 
seeing under the special laws to protect 
the Kimberley mines against theft of 
diamonds, detectives are permitted to 
offer diamonds for sale to persons whom 
they suspect of illicit diamond buying, 
and that convictions have resulted from 
such action, he will say on whose repre- 
sentation this law has been introduced 
into the Transvaal Legislative Council, 
in view of the public feeling in South 
Africa against this special law enjoyed by 
the De Beers Company. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The draft 
ordinance to regulate trading in diamonds 
is being introduced by the Government. 
I have not received any correspondence 
on the subject. 


South Africa—Precious Stones Bill. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State forthe Colonies whether | 
his attention has been called to a speech 
delivered last Thursday by Sir R. Solomon, 
Attorney - General of the Transvaal | 
Government, on the Second Reading of 
the Precious Stones Bill, in which he 
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stated that the recent diamond discoveries 
were larger and richer than any others in 
South Africa, and that it was necessary 
the mine should be as much as possible 
under the control of one person ; and, if 
so, will he say whether, when he was in 
South Africa, this policy of placing the 
diamond mines in the hands of monopolists 
was sanctioned and approved by him. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
that the policy will depend on the merits 
of each case. The subject was not dis- 
cussed by me during my visit to South 
Africa, 


I imagine 


Barmaids in Bengal and Burmah. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 


| of State for India whether his attention 


has been called to the Act recently passed 
by the Bengal Legislative Council, for- 
bidding the employment of women as 
barmaids or in any other capacity in any 
of the licensed premises in that province ; 
and whether it is intended to enact similar 
legislation in the other provinces of India. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GrEorGE HAMILTON, Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing): It is intended to under- 
take similar legislation in Burmah. This 
is the only other province in which the 
question has arisen, so far as [ am aware. 


Greek Currant Monopoly. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Government has expressed any protest 
to the Greek Government, under the 
provisions of the Treaty of 1890, against 
the proposal to establish a monopoly for 
the sale of Greek currants; and, if not, 
whether, with a view to preventing 
interference with the consumption of 
currants as well as with their retail 
distribution, he will make representations 
to obviate the dislocation of this trade. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s 
Minister at Athens has informed the 
Hellenic Government that His Majesty’s 
Government will reserve the right of 
denouncing the Commercial Agreement 
of 1890 in the event of the monopoly 
being sanctioned. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Has any reply been received to that 
communication ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I must ask for 
notice. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 


the date of the communication ? 
Lorp CRANBORNE: Quite recent. 


Questions. 


What is 


Morocco—Cape Juby Expedition. 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can inform the 
House of the conditions upon which the 
British factory at Cape Juby was sold to 
the Government of the Sultan of 
Morocco; and whether, in view of the 
stipulation inserted with the intention of 
preventing the territory from being 
alienated by the Moorish Government, 
he can state what view is taken by the 
Spanish Government, having rights in 
the neighbourhood, as to the private 
French armed expedition supported by 
private ships now operating in the 
neighbourhood ; and whether inquiries 
will be made as to whether the Foreign 
Enlistment Act is being violated by 
enlistment in the United Kingdom of 
persons for that expedition. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The Agree. 
ment signed on March 13th, 1895, 
between the British and Moorish Govern- 
ments respecting the purchase by Morocco 
of the property of the North-West Africa 
Company at Cape Juby is published in 
the State Papers, Vol. 87, p. 972, and in 
Hertslet’s Map of Africa by Treaty. 
The inquiries made by His Majesty’s 
Government lead to the belief that the 
reports as to the so-called French ex- 
pedition have little foundation in fact 
and the Spanish Government are fully 
aware that they have been greatly 
exaggerated. I am not quite sure 
which provisions of the Foreign En- 
listment Act the right hon. Baronet has 
in view, but upon the facts so far as we 
are aware of them I am inclined to think 
that the Act does not apply. 





South African Field Post—Missing 
Registered Letters. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that a _ registered letter 
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addressed to Private Thomas Edens, 
7,059 B Gompany, Ist Argyll and 
Sutherland Highlanders, Field Force, 
South Africa, was despatched from the 
Army Post Office, Middleburg, fransvaal, 
on the 21st July, 1901, to the Officer 
Commanding, Benson’s Column, and 
that the registered letter list was re- 
turned signed I. Hardmarsh, Lance 
Corporal; if so, will he state whether 
the Officer Commanding Ist Argyll and 
Sutherland Highlanders, has been able 
to obtain any satisfactory information 
as to the disposal of the registered 
letter after delivery to the military 
authorities ; and, if not, will the person 
who registered the letter be compen- 
sated. 


Questions. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): I am aware of the facts mentioned, 
and it is the case that, according to the 
information supplied by the Army Post 
Office, the Officer Commanding the Ist 
Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders was 
unable to obtain any satisfactory in- 
formation as to the disposal of the 
registered letter in question after its 
delivery to the regiment. The registered 
letter passed out of the custody of the 
Postmaster-General on its reaching 
South Africa. It is consequently im- 
possible that I should give compensation 
from Post Office funds. 


Mr. SLOAN : But who is responsible 
for seeing that registered letters reach 
their destination ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The letter passed out of the control of 
the Post Office when it reached South 
Africa, and was taken charge of by the 
Army Post Office, over which I have no 
control whatever. The letter. was de- 
livered to the unit to which the regiment 
was attached, but as to what became of 
it subsequently the officer in command 
has been unable to get any satisfactory 
account. 


Mr. SLOAN : Then I may take it, it 
is immaterial whether a letter is re- 
gistered or not. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Has not a receipt to be signed 
for it? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
Yes. Speaking of this case from memory 


I believe the registered letters were duly 

delivered to the corporal acting as the 
Postal Orderly of the unit, who signed the 

receipt for them. It was a general 

receipt and the Commanding Officer is 

unable to trace this particular letter. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is there to 
be no responsibility whatever on the 
part of the Post Office ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The responsibility rests with the Military 
Post Office in South Africa, over which I 
have no control. Any further Questions 
should be addressed on the subject to 
the Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Have you 
no jurisdiction ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not see any reason for further com- 
munication with my Department. 


Navigation off the Icelandic Coast. 

Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether, in view of the loss that 
has been sustained by vessels and crews 
off the coast of Iceland, and to the 
dangerous condition of several points 
on the western coast of the island, he 
will consider the advisability of represent- 
ing the matter to the Danish Govern- 
ment with a view of influencing them 
to place lights on the most prominent 
headlands. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
I am advised that out of some fifty-two 
casualties which have been reported to 
the Board of Trade as having occurred 
to British vessels off the coast of Iceland 
since 1887, not more than five or six 
could be considered as possibly due to 
want of lights on the most prominent 
headlands. Only one or two of these 
were off the west coast. In these cir- 
cumstances I am afraid that a repre- 
sentation may not be successful, but I 
shall have pleasure in consulting my 
noble friend the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign ffairs as to whether such 
a representation can advantageously be 
made. 
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Nottingham Smallpox Hospital. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
the inquiry promised by him on the 
25th May as to the smallpox hospital 
recently erected by the town council of 
Nottingham has been made, and with 
what results, in respect of the proximity 
of population thereto, both resident and 
working; and whether he has taken, 
or proposes to take, any further steps in 
the matter for the protection of those 
affected by the erection of this hospital. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLTER 
Long, Bristol, S.): One of the medical 
inspectors of my Department has visited 
this hospital, and has made a Report on 
the subject. It appears that although 
the population actually resident in the 
neighbourhood does not exceed the 
number which I should reg rd as per- 
missible if it was proposed to raise a 
loan in connection with the hospital, yet 
a considerable number of workmen are 
daily employed within half-a-mile of the 
site. I have written to the town council 
pointing out the objections to the site, 
and urging them to endeavour to obtain 
another. 


Regulation of Motor-Car Traffic. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether, having regard to the 
present state of things as regards motor- 
cars, and to the public demand for such 
action as will ensure the safe and reason- 
able enjoyment of public highways by all, 
he will introduce without delay and 
press forward legislation on the subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I hope to 
arrange for the introduction of a Bill 
on this subject in another place very 
shortly. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: And press it 
forward ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. 

Irish Land Courts—Jurisdiction in 
England and Scotland. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney-General for Ireland whether, 


seeing that until last year it was always 
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assumed that the Irish Land Commis- 
sion and the Land Judges Court had 
jurisdiction to compel parties resident in 
England or Scotland to obey orders made 
in Ireland, and that it has now been 
decided in England and the decision 
followed by the Irish Courts that such 
jurisdiction does not exist, with the 
result that where the title deeds of a 
property for sale in Ireland are in 
custody of an English mortgagee or 
solicitor or deposited with a bank in 
England, the party having custody of 
the documents can obstruct the pro- 
ceeding for sale, and the Irish Courts 
are powerless to compel the lodgment 
of the deeds, and that if any person 
instituted proceedings in Ireland to sell 
an estate any person in Ireland having 
custody of the deeds can now block the 
sale by sending them to England, a 
Clause will be inserted in the Purchase 
Bill giving both the Land Judge and the 
Land Gommission power to have their 
orders exemplified and sent over to the 
English Courts to be enforced by an 
English or Scotch Judge when necessary. 


Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. AtTKtNson, London- 
derry, N.) : I have read and considered 
the authority referred to in the Question. 
It does not, in my opinion, establish 
that the machinery set up by the 41 
Geo., c. 90.. s. 6 and 21 and 22 Vic., ¢. 
72, s. 36, is ineffectual if properly availed 
of. It was the omission to observe the 
requirements of the first-named statute 
which caused the difficulty in the case 
mentioned. The matter, however, is 
still under consideration. 


Dingle Railway. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, | 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, what 
has been done with regard to the Dingle 


Railway ; and whether an attempt will | 
be made to relieve the ratepayers this | 


year of the burden which this line is to 
them. 
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to this railway. For the present, 
therefore, | am unable to give a more 
definite reply to the Question. 


Gun Licences in County Tipperary. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will state 
why the application of Mr. James 
Coffey of Doonane, Newport, County 
Tipperary, for a gun licence, or the 
transfer of the licence of his father, was 
refused, in view of the character of this 
man and of the fact that he has to look 
over the farm of his father of 500 acres, 
and that his father is now too old to use 
a gun, and that James Coffey used to 
hold an Excise licence to carry and use 
a gun. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: | am informed by 
the Resident Magistrate that no such 
application has been received by him. 


Crime in County Clare. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that Judge Carton received 
white gloves at the recent Ennis Quarter 
Sessions; and whether in view of the 
peaceable state of the county Clare, the 
proclamation of certain districts under 
the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act will now be withdrawn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am prepared to 
consider this question so soon as I find 
an opportunity for consideration. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
repeat the Question next week, as I hope 
that by then the first clause of the Land 
Bill will have been passed. 


Irish School Teachers’ Remuneration. 


Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he is aware that, not- 
withstanding the promise of the Resident 


SECRETARY ror a penny by the new system of payments, 


Commissioner that no teacher would lose 


IRELAND (Mr. WynpuaMm, Dover) :| the principal teacher of school, Roll 


Negotiations are in progress with respect | 


Number 15,020, District 11, has lost 
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over £60 in the last three years, while 
the teacher of a similar school with the 
same attendance, the same service and 
qualifications, but whose average during 
the three standard years was normal, 
would receive over £800 more in salaries 
before being pensioned than the teacher 
of this school, supposing them to be 
equal and to get all available increments ; 
and will he state how many similiar 
cases there are in Ireland, and to what 
cause are they due; and will he make 
inquiries with a view of removing the 
alleged grievance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
of National Education report on this 
Question as follows: No such unqualified 
promise was given by the Resident Com- 
missioner. The Commissioners do not 
admit the supposed loss of income 
alleged by this teacher. In fixing Mr. 
Kyle’s income under the present system 
he was allowed not merely his average 
earnings during the preceding three 
years, but was specially granted the 
highest amount earned by him in any 
of those years. This was allowed irre- 
spectively of the triennial increments 
and possible promotions provided for 
deserving teachers under the rules. The 
Commissioners could not enter into a 
discussion on or consider the hypothetical 
circumstances put forward in the latter 
part of this Question. 


Irish Prison Matrons. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the scale 
of salaries and dietary, applying to 
assistant matrons in English prisons, 
apply to those employed in a similar 
capacity in Ireland; and, if not, will 
he say in what essential particulars the 
scales differ. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Assistant matrons 
in Irish convict prisons are 
salaries of £49, rising by £2 trienni- 
ally to £55. In local prisons the scale 
is £35, by £1 a year to £45. They are 
all provided with furnished apartments, 
fuel, light and uniform, and a numbtr 


of them receive extra allowances of from | 


£5 to £15 a year for special duties. 
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refer the hon. Member to my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department for information 
as to the corresponding scales in the 
English Prison Service. 


Irish Land Purchase. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
omission of the one-eighth perpetual 
rent-charge from the Irish Land Bill will 
be met by an increase of one-seventh in 
the annual purchase instalments, or by 
an extension of one-seventh in the length 
of the purchase term. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am laying on 
the Table of the House this afternoon 
a Return which will illustrate the effects 
of the abolition of the perpetual rent- 
charge. I would ask the hon. Member 
to await this Return. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): When does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to put down the 
consequential Amendments ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As soon as the 
first clause has been disposed of I hope 
to be in a position to put down many of 
the Amendments which are, in the view 
of the Government, necessary. 


Land Purchase Returns. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Return, 
under the Purchase of Land (Ireland) 
Acts [C. 6925, 1893], has been continued 
in the same form to the present date ; 
and, if not, whether he will direct a 
Return in that form for the last five 
years to be prepared and laid upon the 
Table at the earliest possible moment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; the Re- 
'turn has not since been continued. It 
was expressly limited to transactions 
under the Acts of 1885, 1887, and 1888, 
'and operations under these Acts ceased 
|shortly after the preparation of the 
Return. With respect to sales under 
the Act of 1891, a Return has been 
annually presented to Parliament, giving 





There are no scales of dietary, and no | detailed information concerning every 
allowances in lieu of rations. I must | advance made. Five of these Returns, 
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which are very voluminous, have been laid 
on the Table, and to tabulate the entries in 
the manner suggested would, I am afraid, 
pe 9 a large portion of the staff of the 
Land Commission for a very considerable 
period. I cannot say whether I could 
properly impose this additional labour on 
the Land Commission, but I will make 
further inquiry into the matter. 


South African Garrison.—India’s 
Burden. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in connection with the promised 
announcement as to the retention of 
troops in South Africa, His Majesty’s 
Government have had under considera- 
tion any proposal for charging India 
with a proportion of the cost of these 
troops ; and whether an opportunity will 
be given of considering Indian opinion 
on the subject before any decision is 
arrived at. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think, 
perhaps, the hon. Gentleman will agree 
with me that it would be desirable to 
wait till the announcement of which he 
speaks is made before we consider any of 
the collateral issues connected with it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
Are we to understand that the Govern- 
ment really consider the propriety of 
putting on the poor taxpayers of India 
the cost of this first step towards. the 
retrenchment of our Army at home ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, the 
hon. Gentleman is not to understand 
that. He is to understand the answer 
which I gave, and which I hope is clear. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Is it 
likely that this announcement will be 
made before the House rises for the 
recess ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
any definite statement on that subject, 
but I should think it probable. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Are we to 
understand that things were less advanced 
than the right hon. Gentleman led us to 
suppose earlier in the session when he 
said that the matter could be discussed 
on the War Office Vote ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
reason to doubt that it can be discussed 
on the War Office Vote. 


Mr. PIRIE: When will the War 
Office Vote be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say. 


India and the New Fiscal Policy. 


Str EDWARD SASSOON: I beg 40 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the capacity of 
India’s grain productiveness and the 
labour awaiting industrial employment 
there, he contemplates the inclusion of 
India’s commercial and fiscal relations 
with the United Kingdom and the rest 
of the Empire in the scheme of inquiry 
now being undertaken by His Majesty s 
Government. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course it 
will be impossible to exclude India, and 
it never has been excluded, from any 
consideration of the fiscal policy of this 
country and its effects. My hon. friend, 
I think, will feel that the general policy 
is not likely to be departed from by the 
Government. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government of India will 
be consulted as to the effects upon 
Indian trade of any change which may 
be suggested. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If any change 
in this country affects India, India will 
be consulted upon it. As the hon. 
Gentleman is aware, there is a Secretary 
of State for India who is always a 
member of the Cabinet, and it is quite 
impossible that the Cabinet should do 
anything in which the Indian Govern- 
ment were concerned as to which that 
Government would not be fully informed. 


Colonial Governments and the Fiscal 
Inquiry. 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government have invited or contemplate 
to invite the Colonial Cabinets and Crown 
Colony and Dependency Legislative 
Councils to undertake an inquiry into 
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the effect of the Colonial Secretary's 
proposals as to our fiscal system on the 
same lines as is now being conducted by 
the Imperial Cabinet ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
question is premature. 


I think this 





Mr. BLACK : Is it not the scheme of | 
the Colonial Secretary that is premature ? | 


[No answer was returned.] 


Shipping Agreements. | 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to! 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury can | 
he now lay on the Table of this House | 
the formal document embodying the 
agreement which had been come to by | 
His Majesty's Government on 30th | 
September, 1902, with the American | 
International Mercantile Marine Asso- 
ciation, and which was in course of | 
execution on 18th May last; will he 
afford this House an opportunity of | 
discussing that agreement, and also) 
that with the Cunard Company, before | 
their final execution; in what form | 
does His Majesty's Government propose | 
that these agreements shall be discussed, | 
and if by Resolution, can he undertake | 


| 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 do not 
think it would be desirable to attempt 
to name a date, which must turn on 
the course of Parliamentary business. I 
conceive it improbable, almost im- 
possible, that a day should not be found 


before the close of the present session. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will there 
be an adequate opportunity for dis- 
cussing the subject ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have always 
said there should be ‘a fitting op- 
portunity.” 


Irish Gold Ornaments. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 


to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of Mr. Justice Farwell’s 
declaration that the Celtic ornaments in 
the British Museum are the property of 
the Crown. arrangements will now be 
made to have them placed in the Dublin 
Museum ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
promised a colleague of the hon. Mem bert 
to answer this Question a few days 
hence. 


Scottish Education Vote. 





that the Motion for a Resolution Mr THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
approving them shall be set down as Burghs): I beg to ask the First Lord ot 
First Order at an afternoon sitting ;| the Treasury whether his attention has 
and, in view of the delay that has | been called to the dissatisfaction through- 
eccurred, can he now undertake that | out Scotland with the Minute of the 
the discussion on this matter shall be Scotch Education Department, dated 
tuken within some definite fixed time. | 28th May, 1903, providing for the distri- 
bution of the general aid grant, and to 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The agree- the fact that this Minute will become 
ments are not yet signed, and I do not | operative on 28th June; and whether, 
think it would be possible or proper to in these circumstances, he can see his 
lay them on the Table of the House | Way to grant facilities this week for the 
until they are signed. Whenthe arrange- | discussion of the Motion upon the Paper 
ments are finally concluded they will be | for disapproval of the Minute? 
placed on the Table, and I will do my ’ 
best to secure a suitable opportunity for) MR. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
their discussion. | request of my hon. and learned friend is 
' alittleunreasonable. The Minutetc which 
| he refers was, I understand, explained at 
very great length the other night, and 
| discussed on the Education Vote by many 
| hon. Gentlemen, including the hon. and 
learned Member himself. It does, there- 
| fore, seem rather unreasonable to ask for 
a further opportunity of debating it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I have 
asked repeated Questions on this point. 
Considering there has been eight 
months’ delay, can the right hon. 
Gentleman name some definite time for 
the discussion, especially in view of the 
serious rumours published in the Press 
in regard to the American combine ? 





+ See page 38. 
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Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Seeing that the debate was not con- 
cluded, cannot some opportunity be 


afforded of further debating the Educa- | 


tion Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not wish 
to dispute with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the question of the relative amount 
of time that should be given to the 
various Scotch Votes, butI do think 
eight hours is quite enough for a discus- 
sion on this subject ; and that Scottish 
Members would desire to debate other 
matters. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that although the 
Committee was ready to take a Vote on 
the question the Lord Advocate himself 
talked it out ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not in 
the House at the time, but I understood 
that the Committee had gone away frem 
this Minute in order to discuss another 
topic. 

WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 

The Select Committee on workmen’s 
trains was nominated of—Mr. Bigwood, 
Mr. Bonar Law, Colonel Bowles, Mr. 
Harris, Mr. Levy, Colonel Lockwood, 
Mr. Lough, Mr. Nannetti, Captain 
Norton, Mr. Peel, Mr. Matthew Ridley, 
Mr. Harry Samuel, Mr. Sheehan, Mr. 
Ure, and Sir Thomas Wrightson. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— 
(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 
IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 


Another Amendment proposed— 


In page 1, line 28, to leave out the word 
“twenty,” and insert the words ‘‘ twenty- 
five.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
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| Question proposed, “That the word 
| ‘twenty’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork) said 
he desired to continue the discussion in 
no unfriendly spirit, for he had no desire 
to add any additional element of ditii- 
culty to an already difficult situation— 
a situation sufficiently difficult for men of 
all parties to deal with. In discussing 
this question hon. Members should 
remember that they were now settling or 
unsettling the fate of the Irish landlords 
for many generations tocome. Whatever 
might be the merits of the zone system, 
the zone system in respect of the first- 
term tenants was not being framed upon 
the same scale as the zone system which 
had been framed in reference to the 
second-term tenants. The Government 
were making a hostile discrimination 
against a class of tenants, who were 
250,000 strong, and who for many years 
—most of them—never received any 
benefit whatever under the Land Act of 
1881. If the land compromise of which 
hon. Gentlemen spoke with so much 
enthusiasm when it suited their purpose, 
and which when it did not suit their 
purpose they ignored—was to be judged 
at all, it ought to be judged in its 
entirety. According to the compromise 
come to at the Conference, the average 
bargain for second-term tenants would 
have been a _ reduction of 20 per 
cent., and the fair equivalent of that, at 
all events, according to the view of the 
representatives of the Irish Party at the 
Conference, was a reduction of at least 
40 per cent. for first-term tenants. They 
did not attempt to define exactly what 
the fair equivalent should be. There 
were only two ways of ascertaining it: 
either the whole of the 250,000 should 
be allowed to go into Court individually 
—a course which no one would dream of 
| proposing—or the second-term rents 
|should be fixed automatically as the 
| judicial rents were reduced under the 
| Act of 1887. The Government adhered 
to the average reduction of 20 per cent. 
|in regard to second-term rents, on the 
| ground that they were carrying out the 
| Conference scale, and it was unfair not to 
| advance, at all events, as far as 40 per 
| cent. in the case of first-term tenants. 
| In common justice the right hon. Gentle- 
/man was bound to level up in this 
If the Amendment of his hon. 


| matter. 


OU 
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and learned friend erred at all it erred | adamantine on this point. Let him give 
on the side of moderation. All through | up his legal fiction as to the dangers to 
the proceedings there had been a desire | incumbrancers and give the tenant the 
to arrive at a fair compromise, and he very slight modicum of additional relief 
submitted to the right hon. Gentleman | proposed by the Amendment. On those 
that in resisting this claim he was really | benches, at any rate, they had shown that 
in contradiction not only with the Land | they were not disposed to unnecessarily 
Conference, but with himself, because if | increase the difficulties of the Chief 


Land Bill. 








they were to admit that the scale for 


the second-term tenants was a fair one, | 


then it would follow that the scale for 


Secretary, and he hoped, therefore, the 
right hon. Gentleman in return would 
| meet them in that matter. 


the first-term tenants was unfair, and, | 


what was more, the unfairness was 
practised against a category of tenantry 
who were at least three times as 
numerous as the others and who had 
never until very lately received any 


relief at all under the Land Act of 1881. | 
He was convinced that already every 


sensible landlord had made up his mind 
to make sensible and moderate terms, 
irrespective of this impossible average of 
twenty-five years purchase. He would 
be only too happy to come to business. 
»he acceptance of the Amendment, 
therefore, would hurt nobody. On the 
other hand an obstinate resistance 
counted for a great deal in helping to 
create that feeling of distrust which it 
was desirable to avoid if the Bill was to 
work smoothly. 


With regard to the new bogey—the 
incumbrancers and mortgagees—which 
had been introduced, he thought it was 
pretty plain that the wrongs of the 
mortgagees were the invention of those 
subtle gentlemen the Irish lawyers. 
It was really hard enough to bring about 
an agreement between tenants and land- 
lords, but now the tenants were faced 
with a new army of enemies and were 
being called upon to secure not only the 
landlord’s rents but his debts. The 
tenants of Ireland had already suffered 
sufficiently in the shape of extortionate 
rents without being called upon not 
only to satisfy the landlords as to the 
landlord’s interest, but to secure the 
landlord’s creditors against any pos- 
sible dishonesty on the landlord’s own 
part. It was an intolerable burden 
to place on the tenants’ shoulders, and 
all he could say was that if there was 
any danger as to incumbrances, the land- 
lord might be allowed to repurchase his 
own domain, which would be ample 
security for the creditors, He hoped the 


right hon. Gentleman would not prove 


Mr. William O’Brien. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover) said that 
his simple reason for rising was to re- 
cognise the spirit of the opening remarks 
of the hon. Member for Cork, who used 
words which were gratifying to him— 
though by no means unexpected—that 
they ought, all of them, to try, if they 
could, to arrive at a common ground of 
agreement upon the issue raised by this 
Bill. But if the hon. Member would bear 
with him, as this was a matter of major 
importance, he would ask what would be 
the -effect of the Amendment if it were 
carried? It would not prevent certain 
bargains being made. On the contrary the 
bargains would be made under the new 
clause which he had already put upon the 
Paper, and the only effect, in practice, 
would be not to prohibit these bargains 
but to deny to any tenant who wished to 
enter into such a bargain the advantages 
of doing so in the most expeditious and 
cheapest way. The hon. Member went 
on to say that the general trend of the 
discussion had been towards giving, 
where that might be necessary, a greater 
latitude at the opposite end of the scale. 
The hon. Member said that if the Amend- 
ment were accepted nobody would be 
hurt; but he maintained that it might 
hurt a limited class of persons—-viz., the 
large farmers who had enjoyed compara- 
tively low rents, perhaps agreed upon 
between them and the landlords as first- 
term rents, and who might desire to buy 
and to pay a fair price, but which would 
represent a higher annual instalment 
than 25 per cent. He could not prevent 
them making such a bargain, and why 
should he say that they should not take 
advantage of the simplest and cheapest 
method of procedure? His opinion was 
that that would be a mistake; and that 
it was unnecessary to make the pro- 
cedure cumbrous and expensive. Why 
not allow them to work up to the limit 
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allowed them and make their bargains in 
the cheapest and most expeditious 
manner? That was his reason for ad- 
hering to the attitude he had taken up. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he was sorry that the right hon. 
Gentleman could not make an advance 
on the point under discussion. He ad- 
mitted that the situation was to some 
extent changed by the new Amendment 
of the right hon. Gentleman which 
appeared on the Paper, but hon. Members 
would understand that that did not alter 
their opinion that this Amendment ought 
to be accepted. He did not think, how- 
ever, that anything was to be gained by 
longer discussion, as most Members were 
anxious to come to the consideration of 
the new clause, which really dealt with 
what was the crux of the situation. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he 
entirely agreed with the hon. Member 
who has just spoken that the situation 
had been altered by the new Amend- 
ment put down on the Paper to-day 
by the Chief Secretary, the effect of 
which would be to meet the objection 
that they must do something to allow 
people, in proper cases, to go outside the 
strict limit of the zone imposed. In the 
absence of such an Amendment it might 
conceivably have been proper to accept 
a 25 per cent. instead of a 20 per cent. 
reduction. He did not think that that 
view could properly be urged now in view 
of the new Amendment proposed. The 
only effect of accepting the Amendment 
of Mr. Redmond’s would be that a bargain 
on the footing of a 20 per cent. reduction 
could not be carried out without delay 
and expense, whereas if the Amendment 
were rejected the bargain of the 20 per 
cent. reduction would be carried through 
without reference to the Land Commission. 
Might he remind the Committee that in 
a very considerable number of cases first- 
term rents were as low as they would be 
if they were second-term rents determined 
in the Courts. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): A great 
many are the other way. 


*Mr. BUTCHER, continuing, said that 
with the exception of flax and wool there 
had been a rise in the price of all 
produce in Ireland since the year 1887, 
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and therefore, so far as they were con- 
cerned, there was no occasion for reducing 
first-term rents. But there were other 
cases of first term rents, the class of cases 
where, by agreement between the land- 
lord and tenant, the rents were so fair 
and reasonable that it was not worth 
while going into the Courts again. If he 
were right so far he thought he had 
established the view that there were a 
great number of first-term rents which 
were as low as second-term rents. 


An HON. MEMBER on the Irish 
benches :—No. 


*Mr. BUTCHER did not deny that 
there were some first-term rents which 
ought to be reduced, but that would be 
done within the scope of the limits 
between 20 per cent. and 40 per cent. 
There was ample scope within the limits 
laid down by the Bill for the landlord 
and tenant to bargain together and fix 
upon a price and to allow the sale to go 
through at once. But in view of the 
new situation created by the Chief 
Secretary putting down his Amendment, 
there was really no need to press the 
present Amendment, for if it were 
carried it would operate to the prejudice 
of both landlord and tenant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he quite under- 
stood that on many of these questions 
hon. Members holding strong views 
desired to go into the division lobby to 
emphasise their views; but if they 
were to divide on every question they 
would extend the discussion on the Bill 
to the end of the session. They should 
go on to the more important topic which 
everybody wished to discuss, and this 
question could be decided by a simple 
“ Aye” or “no.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that in 
view of the fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman had made what he regarded 
as a very considerable concession in the 
Amendment on the Paper, he had had no 
desire to prolong the proceedings. Of 
course the right hon. Gentleman would 
understand that it was rather difficult 
for some of his friends to abstain from 
going into the lobby, but in view of the 
fact that their views had been em- 
phasised in the discussion and by the 
division on the previous Amendment, and 
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that it would be somewhat churlish to 
refuse the right hon Gentleman’s request, 
he was agreeable to accepting a decision 
of the question on the voices. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


* Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that if 
it was the will of the Committee that he 
should not move his Amendment, but 
should await the Amendment of the 
Chief Secretary, he would gladly fall 
in with that arrangement. [Cries of 
“Hear, hear.”| He gathered it was the 
desire of the Committee to proceed as 
quickly as possible to the consideration 
of his right hon. friend’s Amendment. 
Under those circumstances he would not 
move. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it might be for | 


the convenience of the Committee if he 
defined the attitude of the Government 


on his hon. and learned friend’s Amend- | 


ment, unless it were understood that his 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
York would also not move his Amendment. 
It was the intention of the Government 


matter, and to give guidance and advice 
to the Committee regarding it. 
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| wish to record their views. 





Land Pill. 408 


| reserved his right to deal with the matter 


on the Report stage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the very fact 
that the hon. Members for Plymouth and 
York had waived their rights increased 
his obligation to explain very fully the 
attitude of the Government. But it 
must not be said that the Government 
| were making concessions in order to meet 
| the combined wishes of the Irish landlords 
and tenants. to the prejudice of the general 
| taxpayer. That object did not come in. 
What was the attitude of the Government ? 
They had taken the unusual course of put- 
ting the Land Bill down for an afternoon 
| sitting in the middle of the week because 
it was their desire to make progress, and 
| they felt that there was the greatest dan- 
ger in delay. It was self-evident that a 
Bill of this magnitude created a great 
number of questions of importance and a 
still larger number of questions of interest, 
/upon any one of which most of those 
| knowing anything of Irish affairs would 
The work 
could not be carried on_ satisfactorily, 





1 2 Gover _ however, unless they concentrated their 
to take on itself responsibility in the | 


attention on the main questions and 


| avoided discussing matters of minor im- 
| portance. 
friends showed that Members of that 


The Amendments of his hon. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped the} House who had constituted themselves, 


right hon. Gentleman would be permitted 
to move his Amendment at once. He 
would suggest to the hon. and learned 
Member for York to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Mr. BUTCHER said as it was 
the obvious wish of the Committee that 


the Chief Secretary should move his) 


Amendment he would 
to that arrangement. 


gladly 


assent 


Mr. WYNDHAM formally moved to 
omit in Clause 1, page 2, lines 1 to 7 
inclusive. 

Amendment proposed,— 


“In page 2, to leave out lines 
inclusive.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


1 to 7 


Question put, “ That lines 1 to 7 inclu- 
sive be there omitted,” and agreed to. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) | 


said that his hon. friend the Member for 
East Down would not move the next 
Amendment standing in his name, but he 


Mr. John Redmond. 


| more or less, the representatives of the 
|landlords were agreed, either on the 
/merits of the principle, or else, if they 
| had some doubts as to the advantages 
| that would accrue by accepting the 
principle underlying the Amendments, 
that they should make some advances 
towards the position occupied by the 


| representatives of the tenants. That 
| was a very weighty matter which 
the Government had _ properly to 


lconsider. There might be landlords 
| who doubted whether the Amendments 
| would prove to be of any intrinsic value 
| either to themselves or to the tenants, 
but who were willing to accept them in 
order to bring everyone into line. That 
fact was of great importance in determin- 
ing the attitude of the Government. If 
the representatives of the landlords came 
forward to arrive at some basis of agree- 
ment! in respect of the first clause, was 
the Government, when the interests of 
the general taxpayer were not concerned, 
to be the one party to decline to put its 
pride in its pocket and obstinately adhere 
to their own view that a great value was 
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attached to the expeditious and cheap | people’s property without giving protection 
automatic process. The Government | in the right of being heard and having 
considered that to be a benefit to both | full justice done to everybody. The 
landlord and tenant, and it had proved Government therefore had to protect 
to be so in the past. But if the two these interests in the Bill and to con- 
parties, who he had to allow had much stitute themselves the guardians and 
better opportunities of knowing their trustees of posterity. They said that 
own interests, thought that in some cases looking at the prospect of agriculture in 
the additional delay was a greater fault, | Ireland and the effect of past legislation 
their opinions were worthy of considera- upon that agricultural prospect, ample 
tion. On the merit of the case there | protection was afforded if none of this 
might be two opinions, but if the land- property passed for less than twenty-one 
lords and tenants were agreed that some years purchase in the case of second-term 
such Amendment should be accepted, and rents. They were bound to adhere to 
no wrong was done to the taxpayers, the bargain in certain cases between the 
general opinions became perfectly irre- landlord and tenant upon terms suitable 
levant. Therefore in accepting the to both, but some alternative method to 
principle underlying the two Amendments | protect other parties had to be devised. 
he intended to accept it in no grudging It was clear that those interests must be 
manner. in no degree prejudiced by the passing 

_ of this Bill, and they must not be bereft 
of any protection they now enjoyed. 
It was equally clear to him that if they 
substituted some form of protection 
other than the automatic protection of 
the zone they could not avoid greater 
cost and greater delay ; for greater cost 


The Government provided by loans 
for security to the taxpayer, and 
they also provided protection for the 
interests in Irish land of all persons other 
than the landlords. They were bound 
in some way or another to give those 
two protection. Hon. Members naturally : : ; 
cnnieadied the subject in a spirit of pk aeid delay were a “ 
advocates, and were not concerned with method of protection other ie rg 
the interests of the other parties. The automatic method. Even “a = Pa 
duty of protecting those interests rested | auiomaiie procs % would be possible 
onthe Government, and hemaintained that =v el gone ah Pg way Ps : 
the admitted difficulty of passing such a , ~ I 
measure was raerae: Apres aay of that they had £1,0 00,000 invested “ii 
the Government to safeguard them. As | Irish lands, to obtain the services of the 
he had accepted this great change he ablest lawyers in the land to see whether 
hoped that hon. Members would do him | the bargains which were being concluded 
the credit of believing that all through sufficiently protected their interests. 
he had recognised the burden of respon- But so long as the bargain was a statu- 
sibility that rested on the Government tory bargain, and, on the whole, was 
because this was a revolutionary measure | fair, they would lose their case, and 
which not only enabled but induced nobody else would attempt a like pro- 
persons to sell a great deal of property cedure, If they opened the door to 
which did not belong to them. No one) bargains of any character, there must 
knew exactly the capital value of the be proper protection; and the last thing 
other interests in Irish land, but it was | he desired to do was to penalise persons 
a commonplace to say that at least two-| who chose to avail themselves of this 
thirds or three-quarters of the estates in| Act. But certain penalties must  in- 
Ireland were either settled or heavily | eyitably attach to persons who availed 
mortgaged; and taking the value of those themselves of the procedure under this 
mortgages and the prospective value of | Amendment. It would take them longer 
the settlement, it would not be surprising | to get their business through, and it 
to learn that out of the £100,000,000 | . ould cost them more to get their busi- 


with which they were dealing, the capital | ; . : 
value of the property which belonged to | "°% through ; and he believed that in s 


other people was greater than the capital | great many landlords and tenants 
value of the owners. Could any would find it to their mutual advantage 
Radical or Socialistic Government sell | to adopt the short and cheap automatic 


£50,000,000 or £60,000,000 of other | process. 
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He thought that hon. Gentlemen | 


who had studied the 


phraseology upon which he had hit, with 


the assistance of hislegal advisers, was so | 


Amendments | 
on the Paper would admit that the 


simple that all persons concerned could | 
at a glance understand what would 


happen if they adopted this alternative 
course. They would understand that 
all persons interested were to have an 
opportunity of being heard. Of course, 
‘opportunity ” meant due warning and 
notice, and so forth; but he held that 
the first clause was not the proper 


clause in which to indicate the extent. 


of such warning. If need be, Clause 
21 could be amended ; or it might turn 
out to be preferable to deal with this 
matter in the rules which must in any 
ease be drawn up if this Act was to 
be operative. But there was another 
difficulty. They would have to have 
another form of procedure. In _ his 
opinion they would have to make some 
alteration in this case in the allocation 
of the bonus. As the Bill was drafted, 
if a landlord agreed with his tenantry 
inside the zone it was assumed that 
other interests had been adequately 
safeguarded and posterity was not 
injured; and, according to the Bill 
and the Government’s intention, the 
landlord became possessed of the bonus 
without any trouble in the matter. 
Where the landlord and tenant decided 
to take advantage of the alternative 
course, he thought that procedure could 
not be properly followed, and the bonus 
must be put in the pool of the purchase 
money. Of course the landlord would 
receive it in the long run if all the 
claims were satisfied, but he could not 
have it immediately. The proposals in 
the Bill were of a very revolutionary 
character, because, with the protection 
of the zone, he was prepared to say 
that there was sufficient protection for 
other interests, and therefore that the 
vendor could have the bonus. That 
was a great inducement, perhaps an 
undue inducement. It was, perhaps, 
an incentive to the landlord to be done 
with the matter on almost any terms 
and to take the bonus, but he adopted 
that course because he was anxious that 
purchase should proceed expeditiously in 
Ireland. He could not adopt that course 
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were made outside the zone, but the 
landlord would not be worse off than he 
was under the existing law. In these 
cases he thought the bonus must go into 
the purchase money. 

He saw no grave difficulty in retain- 
ing the expeditious method where such 
bargains did not involve any great 
amount of purchase money. Supposing 
a landlord agreed with the great bulk 
of his tenants inside the zone, and 
made bargains with ten, fifteen or 
twenty persons outside the zone, the 
best course would be to pay the cash 
difference up to the zone limitation, 
and then the whole matter could go 
through in a day, as it would do under 
the automatic process. In cases where a 
landlord sold the whole of his property 
outside the zone, would any hon. Mem- 
ber from Ireland contend that the land- 
lord should take the bonus and leave the 
other parties interested to struggle for 
the purchase money. It could not be 
sustained. It could not be permitted 
for a moment, and he did not think 
it put any penalty on the alternative 
course which hon. Members had suggested. 
They would minimise delay and seek 
to make the procedure as cheap as they 
could, but it would take a little longer 
and cost a little more. In cases where 
it was largely employed, and the landlord 
was not prepared to waive a very smull 
percentage of his bonus for a short tin.e 
only, probably two or three months, the 
bonus ought to go into the whole pur- 
chase money of the estate. This was a 
matter of so important a nature and so 
complicated that he thought it would 
be better not to proceed at greater length 
now, but to hear what hon. Members 
had to say. If they saw any difficulty 
with the procedure, perhaps before 
opposing it they would ask for further 
elucidation, in order to gauge whether 
one system would be unduly handicapped 
as against the other. In his opinion it 
would not be. The Government had 
gone a long way to meet what he under- 


_ stood to be the view held in common by 


the representatives of landlords and of 
tenants in Ireland. They were prepared 
to sauction this revised concordat between 
the parties mainly interested. They 
hailed it as a new testimony to the fact 
that all classes throughout Ireland 
desired a settlement of the land question. 


where a certain number of bargains | The danger of united Ireland resolving 


Mr. Wyndhain. 
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herself into constituent atoms had, he 
hoped, been avoided. There was one 
other danger—that of delay; he hoped 
that also would be avoided. He begged 


to move. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 15, to leave out the words 
‘shall not sanction the advance,’ and insert 
the words ‘may, subject to the limitations in 
the Land Purchase Acts, sanction the advance 
if they are satisfied with the security, and if, 
after giving all persons interested in the estate 
an opportunity of being heard, they consider 
the agreed price to be equitable, having 
regard to the interests of all such persons as 
aforesaid.’”-—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said there 
were two preliminary observations he 
desired to make. The first was as to a 
probable oversight. He thought it would 
be necessary to insert the words “as 
amended by this Act” after the words 
** Land Purchase Act,” in order to secure 
the increased limit of the amount of the 
advance agreed to the other night. The 
other was that he found it difficult to 
enter into a discussion at present on the 
somewhat complicated machinery with 
reference to the bonus, as sketched by 
the right hon. Gentleman. That matter 
would have to come up as a definite 
Amendment on Clause 14, and the right 
hon. Gentleman must not take him 
as agreeing on behalf of his hon. 
friends to the exact proposal he had 
made on this point. Their only object 
in the matter was that in the class of 
cases referred to the incentive to sell 
should not be taken away from the land- 
lord. The fear that occurred to his 
mind was that by dealing with the 
bonus as the right hon. Gentleman 
suggested that incentive might be taken 
away. He was aware that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not propose to 
abolish the bonus, but simply that it 
should be “ hung up” pending an 
investigation of the claims of encum- 
brancers and so forth. Even that 
limitation might interfere with the incen- 
tive to sell. It was not necessary to 
discuss the point now ; he would simply 
safeguard himself by saying that when 
they came to discuss the machinery they 
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would approach the question with an open 
mind. th sides had the same object 
in view, and he hoped they would he able 
to come to an agreement by which that 
object would be achieved. 

Then as to the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman. Under the clause as 
originally drawn, free bargains between 
landlord and tenant were absolutely for- 
bidden, as no _ bargain would be 
sanctioned unless the tenant paid a 
certain minimum price. The position 
of the Irish Party in reference to that 
provision was that it was monstrous, 
illogical, and oppressive; consequently, 
they did all they could, by speech, and 
by vote, to get the provision taken 
from the Bill. When, on the matter 
being discussed, the Chief Secretary 
adopted what seemed to be an absolute 
non possumus attitude, he took a very 
serious view of the situation. He honestly 
conceived that if the Government had 
said their last word on the question the 
passage of the Bill was seriously imperilled, 
and he did not shrink from the responsi- 
bility of plainly saying so in the Commit- 
tee. At the same time, he expressed the 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman had 
not said the last word on the question, 
and he was glad to find that that hope 
had been justified. The right hon. 
Gentleman had made concessions which 
fundamentally altered the clause, and 
largely removed the objections which the 
Nationalist Party entertained to it. 
Under the clause as it would now stand 
a number of tenants, who he calculated 
at about half the tenantry of Ireland, 
would be excluded from the operation of 
the zone, the only tenants to whom the 
zone would apply being the judicial 
tenants, and its relation to them would 
be fundamentally altered by the present 
Amendment. The judicial tenants would 
now be free to make any bargain they 
liked with their landlord. If the bargain 
fell within the zone, the purchase would 
take place without delay or inquiry ; if it 
fell outside the zone, the bargain would 
be sanctioned just as bargains were 
sanctioned under the existing Land Pur- 
chase Acts — after due inquiry into 
the security for the loan on the one side, 
and into the equities of the case on tiie 
other. The right hon. Gentleman, for 
reasons which could be appreciated, had 
emphasised the question of the inquiry 
into the equities of the case, but the 
inquiry would be no more severe, full, 
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costly or prolonged than the inquiry in 
every case of purchase under the existing 
law. He and his friends recognised that 
in cases of this sort there must be inquiry 
into the equities of the case and the 
security for the loan ; and they were not 
at all frightened by the provision. He 
heartily congratulated the Chief Secre- 
tary on the concession he had made, and 
he also congratulated Irish Members on 
both sides on having succeeded by argu- 
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of landlord and tenants, and while on 
certain points it might be anticipated 
that there would be acute differences, he 
thought the spirit shown by the right 
hon. Gentleman would enable them to 
feel confident that when those points 
arose he would recognise the views of 
both sides, and, looking to the responsi- 
bilities which rested upon him, would be 
able to find an equally satisfactory way 
out of the difficulty. 


ment in inducing the right hon. Gentle : 


man to make the concession. The fact 
that the Amendment had been pressed by 
the representatives of both landlords and 
tenants was a most important considera- 
tion. The idea underlying the clause 
was originally suggested by Lord 
Dunraven; it had been supported all 
through by the ‘Conference ” landlords, 
and he was exceedingly glad that it now 
had the support of all sections of Irish 
landlords. He hoped one result of the 
agreement would be that in the remaining 
portions of the Bill, where, as far as he 
knew, there were no vital points upon 
which differences of opinion or interest 
arose between landlords and tenants, the 
same united front would be observed in 
pressing necessary Amendments upon the 
acceptance of the right hon. Gentleman. 
The present Amendment would enor- 
mously shorten the discussion on Clause 
1, and remove any danger of acrimonious 
cliscussion. Of course, the Amendment 
did not satisfy in full the demand that 
had been made. The Chief Secretary 
had met their protest against the 
existence of this zone, and they were 
now perfectly free to say that the 
Government had come half way to meet 
them, and although the proposed settle- 
ment was not absolutely satisfactory 
to them, it certainly went aconsiderable 
distance to meet their wishes. By making 
this concession he believed the right hon. 
Gentleman had smoothed the passage of 
this Bill, and they would reserve for the 
later clauses a full discussion of the 
machinery he had suggested. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said he wished to join with the hon. and 


learned Gentleman who had just sat | 


down in congratulating the Chief 
Secretary upon having, in a statesman- 
like manner, found a way out of a very 
serious difficulty. It was always very 


difficult to reconcile the diverse interests | 


Mr. John Redmond. 


| Mr. T. M, HEALY (Louth, N.) 
said he did not wish to mar the 


happy family arrangement which had 
been come to by suggesting anything 
against the Amendment put before the 
Chief Secretary by the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford. That sugges- 
tion, in his judgment, would be a fatal 
Amendment in many cases, because, by 
inserting the words “as amerded by 
this Act,” they would at once import 
into the Land Purchase Code the whole 
of the exclusions which the right hon. 
Gentleman himself had imposed in the 
previous portion of the clause. This 
Amendment might be fairly described 
as Ashbourne Acts cum bonus. Under 
the Ashbourne Acts they might sell a 
house or other property, but under this 
Act such bargains and sales would be 
impossible. He thought some other 
means must be taken of meeting a point 
which naturally, on the spur of the 
moment, did not occur to the right hon. 
Gentleman. In adding his humble con- 
gratulations he asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider whether he would 
be wise in involving the Committee in 
the discussion of a long series of enact- 
ments to safeguard the rights of the 
remainder men and mortgagees on the 
question of bonus. No doubt the Chief 
Secretary had correctly stated the view 
which would be taken of the trust deeds 
as to the disposition of the bonus, but he 
wished to point out that his Amendment 
would fully protect all those people by 
the addition of a very few words, because 
what would happen would be that the 
mortgagees and remainder men would not 
allow a sale to take place unless they 
were satisfied and got their share of the 
swag. The mortgagees and the remainder 
men would at once say to the tenant for 
life, “‘ We won't allow you to sell this at 
_all unless you make arrangements with us.” 
He suggested the addition of the words 
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“and the circumstances of the case.” 
Surely one of the circumstances would 
be a case where a mortgagee or a re- 
mainder man might say if he 
he would agree to the sale. That would 
then be a matter taking place in the 
face of the Court, and there would be no 
mystery about it, and then the Court 
could ratify a bargain which had been 
come to between the parties. Upon 
this question he was anxious that they 
should not on the first clause get into a 
tedious wrangle upon what did not con- 
cern them. This was really a matter 
between the landlords and the owners 
of the various interests in the estates, 
Let them settle this matter by some 
simple words or some provision as to 
rules, but he hoped they would not 
lengthen this interminable Bill by 
further indirect prov'sions to safeguard 
interests which he thought could be 
adequately provided for under the words 
suggested by the Chief Secretary. In 
conclusion he wished to say how satis- 
factory it was to him to have noted the 
spirit in which the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford and the hon. 
Member for Gork had received the un- 
doubted concession made by His Majesty’s 
Government, and he expressed the hope 
that these proceedings in their future 
course would be very much condensed 
and shortened by the very statesmanlike 
and admirable course taken by the Chief 
Secretary. 


* Mr. DUKE said he should like to 
join in the congratulation which had 
been expressed to the Chief Secre- 
tary for the course he had taken. He 
did not express that opinion as any- 
body’s advocate, for he was not required 
by the circumstances of his own con- 
stituency to be the advocate of any party 
in this great land war which was going on. 
As an English Member he thought he 
was entitled to congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman upon the course he had 
taken. Some few days ago the hon. 
and learned Member opposite had x- 
pressed what was evidently a concluded 
opinion that this Bill could not work 
under a cast iron system of zones. It 
was in that state of the case that his 
attention was called to the matter by a 
Member of the landlord class in Ireland, 
and he was assured that no one would 
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dispute that upon certain holdings there 
ought in some exceptional cases to be 
larger reductions thanthe zone permitted. 
He congratulated the Chief Secretary 
upon having found a way out of this diffi- 
culty, and upon having put an increased 
motive power behind the Bill with a 
view to the permanent settlement of the 
land question. As to the disposal of 
the bonus he did not think it was 
essential that when an inquiry had 
taken place, and it had been found that 
the interests of the encumbrancers and 
reversioners were safeguarded, there 
should be a second inquiry to make sure 
that the money was disposed of in the 
right direction. He could not help 
thinking that once the assent of the 
encumbrancers and reversioners was 
obtained there would be an end to the 
difficulty. 


Mr. DILLON said he joined with the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
in the great gratification felt on the 
Nationalist Benches at the course pur- 
sued by the Chief Secretary. Althougin 
the Chief Secretary had not seen his way 
to do all that they asked in the earlier 
discussion of the Bill, he had gone a great 
part of the way to meet them; and it 
would not be fair or reasonable if they 
did not recognise the spirit he had shown 
in making that concession, and let him 
see that in handling the Bill in such a 
spirit its progress would be a great deal 
more rapid than otherwise. He accepted 
without reserve his statement that, in 
making this concession, he made it 
frankly and fully and without any 
reservation. He had specifically stated 
that he had no desire to penalise in any 
respect the bargains made outside the 
zones. In pursuance of that declaration 
he would ask him to consider, before they 
came to Clause 21, whether there was 
any necessity for dealing with the bonus 
in a different way as regarded cases 
where sales took place outside the zones 
and those which took place in the zones. 
There was no ground whatever for 
distinction. In the case within the zones 
it must be a heavily-encumbered estate, 
and there would be no inquiry before 
the sale was effected from the encum- 
brancers. The estate could be sold by the 
landlord or those entitled to act for him 
without obtaining any leave whatever, 














419 Irish {COMMONS} Land Bill. 420 


Put the money to be paid would be tied | of men who, like himself, had a strong 
pin Court until the various claims were | objection to the clause. He was sure 
scertained. The only distinction that the right hon. Gentleman would receive 

® peared to exist was as to the protection |the recompense which ministers who 

f the mortgagee and the remainder man. took this course always received in the 








In the case of a sale within the zones it | spirit of reasonableness shown by 
was held to be afforded by the limit opponents. 

of the minimum price, and in the case | 

of a sale without the zone it was) *yWr. BUTCHER said that he 


supposed to be afforded by the legal | 
inquiry. They were both protected by | 
different processes. He only mentioned | 
these considerations now, but he pre- | 


more in detail later on. The right 
hon. Gentleman asked the question— 


Could anybody maintain that, in the. 
case of a sale under this section, without | 


the zone, the landlord should be entitled 
to walk off with a bonus and leave the 
rest to be disputed over by others 
interested in the estate? That was 
exactly what was allowed to be done in 
the case of the large class of tenants 
excluded from the action of the zone, and 
in the case of the congested estates. He 
begged to impress on the right hon. 
Gentleman that if any alteration of 
the terms on which the bonus would 
be handed to the landlord was of such 
a character as to penalise a man making | 
a bargain outside the zone as compared 
with inside the zone, that would be to 
take off with one hand the benefit 
which this clause gave with the other. 
The last point to which he wished to 
draw attention was the inquiry which 
was to take place as to the minimum 
price and the protection of all charges 
on the estate. He understood that the 
inquiry would be the same as existed 
under the present law. He gathered 
from the right hong Gentleman that it 
was not to be in any way a more 
oppressive, extensive, or expensive 
inquiry, or one calculated to create 
more delay. Ifon further examination 
of the wording of the Amendment any 
verbal Amendment was found to be 
necessary, in order to secure that the 
inquiry should only be such as took 
place now under the 1896 Act, then 
they would reserve their right to 
move that Amendment. Although he 
had considerable objection to these 


zones at all, he acknowledged that the 

action now taken by the right hon, 

Gentleman revolutionised the opinion 
Mr. Dillon 


| passed into law. 
sumed they would have to discuss them | ee ae 


spoke as an Irishman representing an 
English constituency, and as one who 
was sincerely desirous to see the Bill 
He joined in con- 
gratulating the Chief Secretary on what 
_he had done to meet the wishes of the 
| Irish representatives. He was tempted 
to say, in the words of the Psalmist, 
“Behold, how good and how pleasant 
it is for brethren to dwell together 
in unity.” He hoped they might go on 
in the same spirit in the further con- 
sideration of the Bill. He listened with 
great satisfaction to the speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford, 
when he expressed his conviction, in 
which he himself might be permitted to 
share, that now that the difficulties 


| connected with Clause 1 had been sur- 
/mounted, there was really nothing in 
the remaining clauses of the Bill which 


need cause much controversy or delay. 
For himself he still adhered to the view 
he originally expressed, that the general 
principle of Clause 1 as to zones was 
sound and valuable in the interest of land- 
lordand tenant. It was of enormous im- 
portance, to his mind, that landlord and 
tenantshould be allowed to come together 
within reasonably wide limits, and that 
_when the tenant bought his holding he 
should be put at once in possession of 
it. When they came to deal with the case 
raised by the Chief Secretary’s Amend- 
ment, he agreed that more diffi- 
culty arose. There were many who 
thought that it would have been better 
to have left the zones as they stood, but 
speaking for himself, he could not help 
saying that there was considerable force 
in the view of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who said that there were exceptional 
| cases which ought to be treated outside 
| the zones, and that provision should be 
| made in the Bill for dealing with them. 
The Chief Secretary had found a way 
| of doing so. He thought it would 
| be a calamity if this Bill, which was 
| generous to Ireland on the part of the 
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British Parliament, were to fall through 
by reason of any want of fair dealing or 
spirit of conciliation on the part of either 
landlords or tenants, or their representa- 
tives. He believed that danger had 
been averted, and certainly he regarded 
the Amendment to be an important one 
for the purpose of getting over what was 
a pressing difficulty. He hoped and 
believed that the Amendment brought 
forward by the Chief Secretary would 
have the effect desired, and that it would 
enable this Bill to pass into law, and 


not only to pass, but, what was to his | 


mind most important, to pass with the 
cordial goodwill and co-operation of all 
sections in Ireland who were interested 
in the peace and happiness of that 
country. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) joined | 
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| value of £3,000 or £5,000 as the case 
might be, was unnecessary. 


| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said it was 
| unnecessary now. 

| 

| *Mr. HEMPHILL said if it was un- 
necessary his observations fell to the 
‘ground. The only observation he 
| wished to add was that he reserved 
| altogether his opinion on the question 
‘of the bonus until he saw the Amend- 
ment in print which the Chief Secretary 
/meant to propose. He thought it wou'd 


| be quite premature now to say that the 
| bonus should be dealt within a different 
| way where the tenants agreed to bring 
| themselves within the zone, and where 
‘they came within the new amended 


| clause. 


in the congratulations to the Chief | 


Secretary for the manner in which he) 
had met the opposition of his hon. and | 


learned friends below the gangway. He 


thought the Bill had been considerably | 


improved by the Amendments which 
were now put forward by the Chief 


Secretary. He considered these Amend- | 


ments had been properly described 


by his hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Louth as rolling into 
one as it were the land purchase 


system under the Ashbourne Act 
with this new land purchase system 
governed by the zones. There was 
nothing, therefore, if parties did not 
choose to agree to bring themselves 
within the zones, to interfere with their 
present position. They were in exactly 
the same position as if this Act had not 
been passed. That was of considerable 
importance ; it would ensure that the 
taxpayer would not suffer, and it would 
facilitate very much the support of 
those English and Scotch Members 
who did not 
thoroughly the complications of the Irish 
land system. These Amendments 


made it clear that the State would be) 


fully indemnified against the possibility 


of any loss, or any default on the part | 
of the purchaser under this Act, but he 
must say that he could not altogether. 


agree with his hon. and learned friend 
the Member for Louth that the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend the Member for 
South Tyrone in regard to farms of the 


affect to understand | 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he 
joined heartily in congratulating 
the Chief Secretary on the proposal he 
had now made. He concurred with 
those who thought that the Bill was in 
great danger, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man had found a way out. Undoubtedly 
there were counties in Ulster—and he 
spoke for the province of Ulster—where 
a majority of the tenants were judicial 
tenants, and if the Bill had passed as 
introduced, those tenants would have 
been remorselessly confined within the 
zones. He thought that would have 
been a great calamity, and he was 
exceedingly glad the Chief Secretary had 
found a way out of the difficulty. But, 
at the same time, hon. Members had 
better keep their heads. This question 
of the bonus was a very serious one. 
The Chief Secretary the other night in 
consenting to introduce a clause affecting 
the non-judicial tenants stated that he 
would take care that they were brought 
within the scope of the Bill—that was in 
order that the landlords should get a 
bonus and yet not be outside of the old 
Ashbourne Acts. He was bound to say 
that if the bonus was to be seriously tied 
up in any way—he did not deny that 
some arrangement would have to be 
come to—one of the great inducements 
to the landlord to sell would be taken 
away. Therefore, he hoped the Chief 
Secretary would give to this question 
| the serious consideration it deserved. 
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conciliatory disposition exhibited by the | 
right hon. the Chief Secretary had gone | 
a great way to remove any irritation | 
that might have been caused among the | 
representatives for Ireland. He did not | 
think that the hon. Member for South | 
Tyrone need be in the least afraid that 
they were going to lose their heads | 
about this or any other matter. He 
must say, for himself, that he was not | 
altogether satisfied with the arrange- | 
ment, which would still leave the ulti- 
mate decision as to the purchase price to | 
the discretion of the Estates Commission, 
instead of being settled by the parties 
between themselves. But the Estates 
Commission would undoubtedly start 
under more favourable auspices than 
perhaps any Government Commission 
had started before in lreland. Some of 
them were, however, bound to remember | 
what Government by Board or Com- 
mission had been in Ireland in the past. 
It was only fair to state that it would 
be the interest and duty of the Estates 
Commission, as the guardians of the 
British Exchequer, to exercise a wise 
discretion as to the bargains which would 
save the tenants much. They still held 
that it would have been wiser for the 
Government and the landlords to have 
left the bargaining free altogether ; but 
they were all deeply sensible—and in 
this he was sure he spoke for every 
Member of the Irish Party—of the 
kindly and conciliatory spirit the right | 
hon. Gentleman had shown in the enor- 
mous concession which he had made 
on this matter, the more especially as 
very considerable concess:ons had already 
been made in excluding a vast body of 
tenants from the zones, and also in 
regard to the abolition of the perpetual 
rent-charge. He had been happy to) 
hear the hon. Member for York re-echo | 
what his hon. and learned friend said | 
that evening, that once this clause was 
disposed of—as he hoped it would be | 
during the afternoon sitting — there | 
would be no longer any question of | 
anything like vital conflict between land- | 
lords and tenants in Ireland. If the | 


right hon. Gentleman only acted—as he | 
was sure he was anxious to do—in wan, 
same generous spirit as he had done 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said he| to the 
wished to say that the statesmanlike and | 
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judicial tenants, with refer- 
ence to the evicted tenants, to the 
tenants in the congested districts, 
and to the Irish agricultural labourers, 
there would be no disposition on these 
benches to discourage him from obtaining 
the full benefits of the Act for all parts of 
Ireland. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) said he wished to congratulate 
the right hon. Gentleman on the Amend- 
ment which he had introduced. The 
spirit and the actual wording of that 
Amendment appeared to him to be very 
much superior to the original Amendment 
submitted by the hon. Member for Ply- 
mouth ; and in saying so he did not for 
one moment wish to forget that he was a 
representative of an English constituency. 
The Chief Secretary had said that the 
English constituencies which were con- 
cerned in this matter had agreed to 
accept the Bill on the understanding that 
it would work properly. The Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman would 


‘tend to make the Bill work properly ; and 


therefore every British representative 
should agree to it. The desire of the 
landlords of Ireland, all through the dis- 
cussion, had been to come to an amicable 
arrangement with the hon. Gentlemen 
who represented the tenants, because 
they felt that unless the Bill worked well 
and satisfactorily, and to the satisfaction 


| of both landlords and tenants, it would be 


unacceptable. Undoubtedly there were 


| some landlords in Ireland who would have 


preferred to have the zones alone, and 
to have every agreement come within 


| the zones ; but he might say, on behalf 


of all the landlords with whom he came 
in contact, that they cheerfully accepted 
this Amendment, and on their behalf he 
heartily supported the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


MaJor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said he 
wished to join in the congratulations to 
the Chief Secretary on the course he had 
taken, and to re-assure the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone that they would not lose 


| their heads over this matter. 


Question put and negatived. 


Question, “ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to, 
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Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said that 
the question to which the Amendment 
he wished to propose referred had been 
touched upon the other day, and the 
right hon. the Chief Secretary seemed 
to think that he could not advance any 
further than he had already gone. But 
it was abundantly clear that Members 
from all quarters of the House were in | 
favour of extending the benefits of the 
Act to the large farmers of Ireland. His 
Amendment was of a very modest 
character. It was founded on a resolu- 
tion of the National Convention, and 
applied to the case of large farms which 
had been partly used for tillage purposes 
a dpartly for grazing or dairying purposes 
within the last five years. In these cases 
the limitations should be extended, and | 
the Estates Commission should be em- | 
powered to sanction an advance for the | 
purchase of these farms. If the right | 
hon. Gentleman accepted the Amendment | 
he would find that he would be doing no | 
violence whatever to the promise he had 
made to the British taxpayer when he 
introduced the Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman had shown that of the 80,000 
smaller tenants in Ireland who had already | 
purchased their farms there had hardly 
been a single defaulter; and surely if | 
that were the case in regard to the poor 
tenants in some of the most wretched 
parts of Ireland, and that they had paid 
their money readily and cheerfully, there 
could be no doubt that the large farmers, 
who had such a great stake in the country, 
would not become defaulters. Whenever 
the Irish tenant farmer got fair play and 
was honestly dealt with, and was not 
forced into an unfair bargain, he did his 
level best to carry out his bargain. The 
question of the repudiation of these 
bargains was not worth taking into con- 
sideration. The honour of Ireland would 
be the best guarantee for the mainten- 
ance of the bargains. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would accept the 
Amendment. 





Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 2, line 21, at end, to insert the words 
‘ (4) Notwithstanding any provisions to the 
contrary contained in the Purchase of Land 
Amendment Act, 1888, an advance may be 
sauctioned under the provisions of the Land 
Purchase Acts exceeding the sum of three 
thousand pounds or five thousand pounds, 
as the case may be, to one purchaser where, 
in the opinion of the Land Commission, it 
is expedient to make any such larger advance 
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for the purpose of carrying out the sale of a 
large farm which, in the opinion of the Land 
Conimission, has been for five years before 
the passing of this Act mainly used for 
tillage or dairying purposes.’ ”- -(Mr. Leamy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.) said that 
unless the advance to the tenants to 
enable them to purchase were extended, 
a number of tenants who could purchase 
under the existing Acts would be ex- 
cluded from the operation of this Bill. 
There was no doubt that the purchasing 
power of the £3,000 and £5,000, the 
amounts allowed under the law at 
present, would, under this Bill, be con- 
siderably reduced. He took the case of 
a tenant purchasing under the existing 
Acts and compared it with the case of a 
tenant purchasing under the Bill. He 
took eighteen years purchase as the 
price of first-term 
rents under the existing Acts. A tenant 
purchasing at eighteen years secured a 
reduction of 28 per cent. of his rent. 
The annuity to repay £3,000 advance 


'was £120. Consequently, at eighteen 


years purchase an advance of £3,000 
would reach all tenants whose rents 
were £166 a year and under. Similarly, 
under a £5,000 advance, the annuity to 
repay it would reach all tenants whose 
rents were £277 and under. Under 
the Bill he took 20 per cent. as the 
average reduction on second-term rents, 
and 30 per cent. on first-term ones. 
The annuity to repay £3,000 was 
£95 12s. 6d. A rent on which this 
represented a 20 per cent. reduction was 
£119, and 30 per cent. £136 in round 
figures. Under the £5,000 advance the 
annuity to repay it was £159. A rent 
on which this represented a 20 per cent. 
reduction was £199, and 30 per cent. 
reduction £227. It consequently followed 
on the basis of these figures that, if the 
limits of advance remained as at present, 
under the £3,000 advance, all first-term 
rents between £136 and £166, and all 
second-term ones between £119 and 
£150, would be excluded from the 
benefit of the existing Acts. Under the 
£5,000 advance, first-term rents between 
£227 and £277, and second-term rents 
between £199 and £250, would be ex- 
cluded. It was only necessary to state 
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such an anomaly to have it rectified. 
This was not merely a tenant’s question, 
but a labourer’s one as well. The 
tenants whom it was the intention to 
benefit, were the largest employers of 
labour in their respective districts. The 
least service the State could do to the 
country was to help the large farmer, 
for by so doing it stayed the tide of 
emigration. As he desired to see the 
Bill made law, he would only express 
the hope that the Chief Secretary would 
see his way to increase the advances so 
as to put the tenants, if not in a better, 
certainly in no worse position than under 
the existing Acts. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) said he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
accept the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
Otherwise, every judicial rent of £200 
and upwards would, in his opinion, be 
excluded. He based his calculation on 
the average number of years purchase, as 
he did not suppose that rents of this 
character would be sold at the minimum 
price, nor did he imagine the maximum 
price would he paid, and he calculated 
that a £200 second occasion rent would 
be the extreme limit that would be 
covered by the provisions of the Bill as 
it stood. It was notorious that many 
farmers in Leinster and Munster, 
whose holdings were partly agricul- 
tural and partly pastoral, would be 
excluded if the right hon. Gentle- 
man adhered to the present limits. 
They heard a great deal about Irish 
emigration, and they heard a great deal 
from labour representatives about the 
number of working men in Ireland who 
were obliged to seek work in England, 
with the result that they reduced the 
standard rate of wages, because they in- 
creased competition. But iflarge farmers 
in Leinster who employed a considerable 
amount of labour, and also the dairy 
far. ners inthe Golden Vale were excluded 
from the benefits of the Bill, how could 
the working classes find employment in 
the rural districts. The benefits of the 
Bill should not be confined solely to the 
tenant farmers and the landlords. One 
of the great advantages of the Bill would 
be that it would enable large farmers to 
givean increased amount of employment. 
He would therefore impress on the right 
hon, Gentleman the absolute necessity 


Mr. Carew. 
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of accepting the Amendment. The 
British taxpayer ran no risk. The 
money would be secure whether it was 
advanced to a large farmer or a small 
farmer. His hon. friend had rightl 

confined his Amendment to farms which 
were substantially tillage or dairy farms, 
and had not asked for the inclusion of 
grass farms. Other hon. Gentlemen 
might be more interested than his hon. 
friend or himself in keeping Ireland 
green to the eye at any rate, and would 
probably move Amendments to include 
grass farms. He, however, was not 
particularly interested in grass farms ; 
and the Amendment was confined to a 
class of farmers who were a benefit to 
the country in which they lived. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) said 
he did not find any fault with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite in pressing their 
views on the Government. The Chief 
Secretary, however, stated the other day 
that he intended to adhere to the position 
he had taken up on the Second Reading, 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not now increase the liabilities of 
the British taxpayer. The right hon. 
Gentleman was aware that the Bill was 
not popular on his side of the House, 
because hon. Gentlemen now found that 
they were not getting what they bargained 
for. A change had undoubtedly taken 
place. Hon. Gentlemen were willing to 
give £12,000,000 because they hoped and 
expected that the Bill would be a _per- 
manent settlement of the land question. 
Now, hon. Gentlemen opposite said that 
it would not be a final settlement. In 
those circumstances the liability of the 
British taxpayer ought not to be increased, 
and he hoped the Chief Secretary would 
stand firm. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he 
regretted the speech of his _ hon. 
friend; but if he had studied the 
question his hon. friend would see 
that there was no question of increasing 
the liability of the British taxpayer. 
He had a right to say that, because he 
also represented the British taxpayer, 
whose interests he had to consider. But 
he would entreat his hon. frierd not to 
intervene before he had looked into the 
matter. He would not repeat the argu- 
ments he had already used in favour of 
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the limits being extended. All he would | under the provisions of the Land Pur- 
say was that he believed the landlords of | chase Acts not exceeding the sum of 
Ireland were universally in favour of | £7,000 to one purchaser where, in the 
the principle of the Amendment, while | opinion of the Land Commission, it is 


not committing themselves to all the | expedient to make any such advance for 





See 
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details. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, | 
S.) said he rose to support the Amend- | 
ment. His constituents were in favour of | 
extending the limit to farms which were | 
partly tillage and partly dairy farms. | 
At the same time he hoped the right | 
hon. Gentleman would draw the line at 
that, because the large dairy farms em- | 
ployed no labour except such as was | 
required in the shape of dairymen. 


} 


the purpose of carrying out the sale of a 
large farm which, in the opinion of the 
Land Commission, has been for five 
years before the passing of this Act sub- 
stantially used for tillage or dairying 
purposes.” He would prefer to leave the 
rest of the clause as it stood to be con- 
sidered on Report. 


Amendment 


proposed to proposed 
Amendment— 


“Tn line 3, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert 
the word ‘not,’ and after the words ‘sum of’ 


| to leave out the word ‘three’ and insert the 


Mr. WYNDHAM ssaid he desired to | 
intervene at this stage of the Bill for 


the sake of arriving at a proper definition | 


of these farms. He had consulted his | 
right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the subject, and in his 
judgment some extension might possibly 
be made to secure an advance in such 
cases. The capital amount involved was 
insignificant when dealing with a pro- 
blematical loan of £100,000,000. There- 
fore the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and himself were agreed that some ex- 
tension was desirable, but he could not | 
agree to an unlimited extension and he 
thought £7,000 would amply meet the. 
case. The only other observation he, 
had to make was that he did not) 
think they could profitably discuss this | 
matter when a number of hon. Gentle- | 
men who had opinions on the subject | 
had not put their views on the Paper in | 
the form of Amendments. As the) 
matter of limit was important, he would | 
move an Amendment to make it £7,000, | 
and he engaged before the Committee | 
ended to put down a definition of that 
to which they intended it should apply. | 
He moved to put in after the words 
‘Purchase Acts” the word “not” and 
after the words “ sum of "toomit “three” 
and insert “seven,” and to omit in the 
next line “or £5,000, as the case may 
be,” then they could omit “larger” 
in line 6, so that the clause would read as 





word ‘seven,’ and to leave out the words ‘or 
five thousand pounds as the case may be’ in 
line 4, the word ‘larger’ in line 6.°—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
Mr. WILLIAM 


O'BRIEN asked 


whether the right hon. Gentleman in- 


tended to include the grazing farms. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, only the agri- 
cultural land. 


Mr. T.M. HEALY said the Amendment 
of the right hon. Gentleman was a very 
great one, but he would suggest with 
regard to those lands that were partly 
tillage and partly grazing land, whether 
the right hon. Gentleman could not use 
a word which would be quite plain to 
the Land Commissioners and call them 
** mixed farms,” Except in the county of 
Dublin there was no such thing asa 
pure tillage farm and, according to the 
phrase the right hon. Gentleman used, a 
arm of 100 acres in extent, having only 
thirty acres tilled, would be a tillage 
farm. He would suggest the right hon 
Gentleman in defining these farms 
should find a word not capable of being 
misunderstood by the Land Commis- 
sioners. 


*Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.)sup- 


follows—“ (4) Notwithstanding any pro- | ported the suggestion of the hon. Mem- 
visions to the contrary contained in the | ber for North Louth. According to the 
Purchase of Land Amendment Act, | Amendment as he now read it one third 
1888, an advance may be sanctioned | of a farm at least should be ,tilled. It 
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that interpretation were correct, outside 
the county of Dublin there would not be 
a single farm over 120 acres in extent 
which would be admitted to the benefits 
of this Act. What were the limits of 
tillage? He was a grazier, but he was 
not speaking on behalf of the graziers. 
The £7,000 limit put the graziers out of 
i! altogether. They would buy out no 
grazier for £7,000. [An IRISH MEMBER : 
You know nothing about Connaught. | 
It was very unfortunate that every 
question which affected Leinster had to 
be viewed through Connaught spectacles. 
This question of tillage was not a question 
of yesterday. Two hundred years ago 
there was a law in force in Ireland that 
five acres out of every 100 should be 
kept under the plough. Would that be 
regarded as ‘ substantial tillage” within 
the meaningofthisAmendment? Yetit 
was those farms that employed labour. 
Who would give employment if they did 
not? Did the small farmers doit? On 
those farms there was only employment 
enough for the family. Didthe graziers 
do it? The men who gave the employ- 
ment were the large farmers, men who 
farmed 100 or 200 acres, whose annual 
rental ran to £200 or £300. It was the 
farmer who resided on hisland and who 
kept up a permanent staff, not neces- 
sar ly engaged in tillage,- who employed 
labour. He appealed to the right hon 
Gentleman to accept the suggestion of 
the hon. Member for North Louth. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the last speech 
had proved the wisdom of his advice 
that they should take the Amendment 
as it stood, and then hon. Members 
who had views on the subject should 
put Amendments on the Paper. 
He had no wish to exclude agricultural 
loldings, but he appealed to the Com- 
mittee to bring the discussion to a close. 
They were all agreed as to the exclusion 
of grazing farms, and they were in sub- 
stantial agreement as to finding a proper 
definition to cover agricultural holdings. 
That definition, however, could not 
possibly be framed at once, and it was 
cnly waste of time further to discuss it. 
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| constituents would be unable to take full 
| benefit of it, but after the statement of the 


| 


Mr. LEAMY was understood to say 


that he had been willing that this limit 
should be increased simply because under 
the Bill as it stood a large number of his 


Mr. Kennedy. 


right hon. Gentleman he was quite pre- 
pared to wait. 


Mr. COGHILL expressed a desire to 
have the opinion of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on this Amendment. It would 
also be an advantage, as there were some 
questions on which the Cabinet were not 
altogether united, to have the opinion of 
the Colonial Secretary. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) thought the announcement of the 
Chief Secretary entitled him, as a repre- 
sentative of the British taxpayer, to ask 
two or three questions. The first was, 
whether the right hon. Gentleman and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
made any estimate of the addition to the 
£100,000,000 advance involved in the 
extension to £7,000. The second was as 
to the effect of the extension on the 
bonus. Would it have the effect of 
diminishing the amount of the bonus 
which could be assigned to the poorer 
estates, upon which it was desirable to 
facilitate purchase to an even greater 
extent than on the richer estates? The 
third was whether, supposing the bonus 
was affected, the right hon. Gentleman 
intended to increase the total amount of 
the bonus. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was not 
intended to increase the bonus. It was 
impossible to make an estimate of the 
additional capital involved by this exten- 
sion; it might possibly be £100,000 or 


£120,000, but in any case it was 
infinitesimal in relation to the 
£100,000,000. 


*THE CHAIRMAN suggested that the 
most convenient way in which to put the 
question would be for the Amendment 
to the Amendment to be withdrawn, and 
then he would put the Amendment in its 
amended form. 


Amendment to the Amendment, by 
leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. TULLY expressed the hope that 
no loophole would be left to the grazier 
through the word “dairying.” Many 


_graziers were now taking on cows and 
{ 
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selling the milk to the creameries, and 
they might come in under the term 
“ dairying.” 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB moved the 
omission of Sub-section (4). He 
pointed out that since the introduction of 
the Bill the framework and the principles 
of Clause 1 had been totally changed, and 
the state of things to which this sub- 
section was intended to apply no longer 
existed. He therefore could not see the 
use of retaining the sub-section. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 2, line 22, to leave out Sub- 
section 4.”—(Sir John Colomhb.) 


Question proposed “ That Sub-section 4 
stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought it would be 
better to retain the Sub-section, as 
possibly when the question of the con- 
gested estates was discussed some 
alterations would be made rendering the 
Sub-section necessary. It had to be borne 
in mind that these congested estates were 
not sold indiscriminately to the tenants, 
but were bought by a State Department ; 
and there was a provision in the Bill 
authorising expenditure for the 
improvement of such estates. In the 
interests of the general taxpayers 
it was necessary to buy these 
estates as cheaply as possible, and they 
could not enact in one part of the Bill 
that public money should be spent on 
the improvement of these estates, and 
in another part put a statutory limita- 
tion on the price. He hoped the} hon. 
and gallant Member would not press 
his Amendment. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he would 

withdraw the Amendment in view of 
the statement of the Chief Secretary, 
but he hoped that if material Amend- 
ments were made on Clause 5 the right 
hon. Gentleman would re-consider the 
matter. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON, 


in moving to ex- 


tend Sub-section (4) to holdings on | 


estates purchased by the Congested 
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Districts Board, said he had some doubt 
as to the necessity of the Amendment. 
The considerations to wnich the right 
hon. Gentleman had just referred 
applied equally to these holdings, and 
he was sure that the Chief Secretary 
would accept the Amendment if it was 
necessary. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 23, after the word ‘ Act’ 
to insert ‘nor in the case of holdings on estates 
purchased by the Congested Districts Board.’ ” 


—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL pointed out that 
there might be congested estates outside 
a congested district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was willing 
to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON said that, at an earlier 
stage, he objected to the clause on two 
main grounds. The first was the illo- 
gical and intolerable proposition that 
a landlord should not be allowed to sell 
to his tenant at a price on which both 
might agree. He was glad to say that 
the Chief Secretary and the representa- 
tives of the more rational section of the 
Irish landlords had agreed to remove that 
objection, and, in doing so, had met one 
of the strongest objections to the clause. 
There remained, however, an objection 
which he felt bound to mention before 
the clause was disposed of; for though 
it had been largely mitigated by the 
Amendment of the Chief Secretary, it 
had not been altogether removed. That 
objectign was the retention in the Bill, 
as regarded the whole body of the 
judicial tenantry of Ireland, of the 
two limits. These limits would set up 
an artificial and totally false standard 
of the price of land in that country. 
That standard, in the minds of many, 


| would be, not the minimum price, but, 


he feared, the mean price of the minimum 
and the maximum, and that would be 
twenty-one and a half or twenty-two 


P 
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years purchase of the first-term judicial 
rents, and twenty-five years purchase 
of the second-term judicial rents. 
What was the present ascertained value 
of land in Ireland? The average price 
in 80,000 sales, extending over the last 
fifteen years, was between seventeen and 
eighteen years purchase on the basis 
of first-term judicial rents. Calculat- 
ing the land stock at a selling price 
of ninety-two it represented, reduced to 
terms of cash, sixteen and a half years 
purchase of the rent. The average price 
of all the holdings valued for purposes 
of sale in Ireland in the Land Judge's 
Court for the year ending the 31st 
March, 1902, was 17-9. That fact was 
of special value, because it was: based on 
the valuation of the Land Commission, 
and therefore acted as a check upon the 
bargains he had referred to. The Land 
Commission had to value the farms, and 
the price worked out at 17-9 years pur- 
chase on the average, but in that was 
included a year of cash ordered to be 
added in addition to the price estimated 
by the Land Commission. Therefore the 
average price put on was seventeen 
years purchase, and that had to be 
valued in depreciated land stock. Con- 
sequently, the real price was at the rate 
of fifteen and a half years purchase on 
a cash basis of the judicial rents. What 
he dreaded was that this might put into 
the minds of the Irish landlords the idea 
that they were entitled to claim these 
terms in all future sales. The import- 
ance of what the Chief Secretary had 
said to-day could not be exaggerated. 
He did not estimate the importance of 
what had taken place simply on account 
of the particular concession which had 
been made. What he valued more than 
that was that a condition of hostility and 
bitter animosity between the representa- 
tives of the landlords and tenants had 


{COMMONS} 


been altered and changed in a most. 


marvellous degree by what the Chief 
Secretary had done. He had been re- 
garded by hon. Members as a hopeless 
irreconcilable, but now he saw light 
upon the Irish land question, and if the 
landlords would approach the tenants in 
the same spirit which had been shown 
by Irish representatives in the House, 
and by the Chief Secretary, and if they 
would abandon the idea that they were 


to use this Bill in order to get higher | 


prices; if they would approach ie 


Mr. Dillon. 
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working of this Bill in that spirit, in 
his opinion this measure would bring to 
an end the Irish land war. The import- 
ance of what had taken place, therefore, 
was by no means to be limited to the 
great concession which the Chief Secre- 
tary had granted. It might have far- 
reaching results, because if the Irish 
landlords dealt with the evicted tenants 
in a generous spirit, and if they were 
restored to their farms upon generous 
terms—if they approached the sale of 
their estates in a spirit similar to that 
displayed in the consideration of this 
clause, then he thought the day was new 
at hand when the question would be 
settled by the goodwill of the tenants 
and the landlords alike. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he desired 
to say at once that as Clause 1 was first 
introduced it would have been impossible 
for him to vote for it. He asked the 
Committee to look at what had been 
accomplished by three days discussion. 
They had got a £7,000 limit placed in 
the Bill instead of £5,000, and that would 
bring in a considerable number of large 
farmers, who ought not to be excluded 
from the Bill. They had also abolished 
the perpetual rent-charge. He thought 
that was another advantage. He knew 
there were differences of opinion upon 
that point in some quarters, but there 
were no differences amongst the Irish 
tenants upon that question. Besides 
this, they had got one-half of the Irish 
tenantry of Ireland taken out of the 
zone altogether. The non-judicial tenants 
numbered 130,000, and the tenants on 
the congested districts taken outside the 
zone would count up to 250,000. The 
great concession made this afternoon 
would leave the judicial tenantry 
free to negotiate their bargains either 
within or outside the zone. That was a 
considerable achievement, and Clause 1 
was now in such a shape that Irish 
representatives could return to Ireland 
and endeavour to make this Bill a 
success. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said it was only right 
that an “Outlander ” of some sort should 
have a |ittle say in this matter, especially 
at this most critical period in the history 
of the Bill. As it originally stood, this 
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clause was of such a character that any 
one disposed to regard it from the point 
of view of the British taxpayer would 
have had some difficulty in voting for it. 
But there had been great transforma- 
tions. After narrow shaves, and great 


dangers escaped, the right hon. Gentle- 


man and his Bill had got into smooth 
waters. That must be a matter for 
unmitigated congratulation on the part 
of every one having the interests of 
Ireland or of the United Kingdom at 
heart. The attitude which he took up 
on the Second Reading was one of 
friendliness to the general purpose of 
the Bill, with a desire to look critically 
at the provisions as far as they affected 
the interests of the tenants; because 
the interests of the taxpayers were 
involved in the interests of the tenants. 
When he spoke of taxpayers he always 
remembered that there were taxpayers 
in Ireland, although, of course, the larger 
portion of the burden would fall upon 
those on this side of the channel, who 
were not directly concerned in the 
negotiations which had taken place. 
The interest of the taxpayer was wrapped 
up in the interest of the tenant, because 
if the conditions imposed on the tenants 
were in any way burdensome, there was 
every probability that as years went on 
difficulties would arise; and if there 
were not repudiation of a violent charac- 
ter, there might be great hardship, and, 
therefore, great difficulty in maintaining 
the financial interests of the Imperial 
Treasury. An arrangement had been 
come to after great difficulty, which did 
secure for the clause the acceptance of 
those who spoke on behalf of the Irish 
tenants; and that was a security that, 
when the Treasury was engaging to 
spend so large a sum of money, and to 
risk so large an amount of credit, the 
desired purpose would be attained— 
namely, peace, contentment, and pros- 
perity among the different classes in 
Ireland. It had been quite understood 
on all hands that here and there land- 
lords and tenants will be found outside 
the Bill. But that was a small matter 
compared with the equitable and reason- 
able relations established between the 
tenants paying instalments, and the 
Treasury receiving those instalments. 
It was satisfactory to those who regarded 
this matter from his point of view that 
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those who were entitled to speak on behalf 
of the tenant-farmers of Ireland accepted 
cordially, and as a sufficient solution of the 
question, the proposal as it now stood. 
His hon. friend the Member for East 
Mayo, whose remarks had been more 
critical in their character than those 
of some of the hon. Members with 
whom he acted, had spoken of now 
seeing daylight in that matter, and 
expressed the hope that this Bill would 
put an end to the land war in Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON: Yes, if the landlords 
act reasonably. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that was so, of course; but he was 
bound to say that sofar as the landlords 
in this House were concerned he did not 
think they had acted or spoken unreason- 
ably in the course of these debates. 
There had been a corresponding dis- 
position for conciliation not only in the 
gushing moments of the Conference in 
Ireland, but throughout the trying tests 
of these debates on both sides. They 
must trust that the same spirit would 
be applied when the Bill became an Act 
and was put in force. He had said that 
he and his fellow “ Outlanders” had no 
responsibility in this matter. He was 
bound to say that they had very little 
knowledge ‘of what had occurred in the 
matter, because though they had seen 
some movements which indicated that 
there was a shifting of the scenes behind, 
the curtain had never been lifted. And 
they did not know at all how, or why, or 
by whom, the arrangements had been 
come to, but if the arrangements were 
satisfactory, although they were not in 
any way responsible for them, they would 
join their voices with those of the right 
hon. Gentleman and the hon. Members 
from Ireland in expressing the earnest 
hope that the Bill as amended might 
bring all the blessings which were 
expected from it. 


Mr WYNDHAM thought it was only 
due to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition, that he should 
express his satisfaction at the words 
which had fallen from _ his lips 
The right hon. Gentleman did 
not search too closely into the 
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intricate secrets of Irish land legis- 
lation, but was satisfied with the result of 
their efforts. He was satisfied to this 
extent, in the first place, that he could 
continue an attitude of more than friendly 
neutrality towards the various controver- 
sies which sometimes divided them into 
different classes in Ireland, and that he 
could in fact give support to the measure 
so long as the spirit which prevailed this 
afternoon did still prevail. The right 
hon. Gentleman expressed satisfaction, 
in which he himself shared, at the fact 
that the representatives of the tenants 
accepted this clause. The right hon. 
Gentleman had stated, and he re-echoed 
his remarks, that the attitude of those 
who represented the landlords had been 
a remarkable attitude. It was important 
that both of those classes should continue 


{COMMONS} 


to be actuated by the spirit which in- | 


formed the proceedings of the Land 
Conference with the result to which 
they had attained. With that result 
they might not reach finality in the 
sense the hon. Member for Stoke- 
upon-Trent attached to the word, but 
they would avoid a finality of another 
character which would have been dis- 
astrous to Ireland—a finality of any 
attempt made by the representatives of 
the tenants and the representatives of 
the landlords to meet on one common 
platform for the good of their common 
country. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 2. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): Moved an 
amendment to the effect that the limit 
should be increased from ten to fifty 
acres. His object was to give a wider 
area for the selection of tenants who were 
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Mr. DILLON said he had an Amend- 
ment to the same Sub-section on the 
paper to leave out the words “acres 
in area, and five.’’ He wished to say a 
word on his own Amendment, because 
it was affected by that now proposed by 
the hon. Member for South Leitrim. 
The limitation under this clause was 
very important, because for the first 
time there was inserted in a Bill a defini- 
tion by the Government of an un- 
economic holding. But anyone ac- 
quainted with the West of Ireland knew 
that to put the limit in this case at £5 
rateable value was absurd. His Amend- 
ment was designed to raise the limit to 
£10, which he thought a very moderate 
demand indeed. He objected to a limit 
of £5 being set up, or to any check 
being placed on the action of the Com- 
missioners in enlarging holdings valued 
under £10 a year. He would not 
support the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for South Leitrim, but he 
would urge the Chief Secretary to con- 
sider whether he could not make an 
announcement which would render it 
unnecessary to move his own. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Member had raised a rather large ques- 
tion here, and perhaps he had in his 
mind also the similar definition in 
Clause 5 of a congested estate. 


Mr. DILLON: They do not neces- 


‘sarily hang together. 


to be transplanted from their present | 


bog holdings and put on better land. If 
they were to take the people out of what 
had been called the “agricultural slums,” 
and move them on to the grazing lands, 
there must be a wider limit than the Chief 
Secretary had inserted in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 2, line 30, to leave out the word 
‘ten,’ and insert the word ‘ fifty.’”°—(Mr. 
Tully.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said they did not 
necessarily hang together, but when he 
came to that clause they would be able 
to discuss the limits involved. He would. 
warn the hon. Member that the limits 
in Clause 5 affected the taxpayers, and 
put a pecuniary obligation upon them, 
but he was prepared to say that in this 
clause the definition did not affect the 
taxpayers. Indeed, he was not sure 
that by acceptance of the Amendment 
less money would not have to be paid 
than would be paid under the definition 
as the Bill stood. They had now passed 
from holdings which were occupied, and 
they were dealing with land which was 


| unoccupied, and which might be sold to 


| 


certain classes of people. In drawing 
up the clause he had had regard to 
the fact that the amount of untenanted. 
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or spare land was a limited quantity, | which the holding consisted of fifty or one 
and there was not enough to go round. | hundred acres of bog-land which required 
If he accepted the hon. Member’s words | to be improved into good grazing land. 
and left out of account the factor of | 
area, there would be a presumption)! Mr. WYNDHAM said that all those 
that this additional land, of which they who knew Ireland would agree that 
had not too much, should be given to! mere extent of land, even if it were bad, 
increase any holding worth £10 or was better than a holding that was too 
under. But some of these holdings were| small. The tenants often did wonders 
very good indeed. He did not know | with such land. Twenty or twenty-five 
that there was enough to go round, and | acres were often reclaimed by the tenant 
the reason which led the Government to | and his whole family working at it, and 
adopt this definition was that they | they could make a living from what was 
should give the benefit of the untenanted | formerly uneconomic land. Their first 
land in the first place to those who | care should be for those whose acreage 
needed it jmost. They thought they | was so restricted that, no matter how 
ought to have regard to the holdings | large the family, they could not turn it 
which were indubitably of an undesir-|into an economic holding. He would 
able character, and not include holdings consider before Report whether he could 
from which the occupiers could gain a | accept an Amendment, not going so far 
fair livelihood. He submitted these con-| as suggested by the hon. Member for 
siderations as reasons for not hastily | East Mayo, but in that direction. 
abandoning the provision in the Bill. | 

Mr. TULLY said that after that 
assurance he would withdraw his Amend 


Mr. DILLON said what he desired was | er 


that tenants whose holdings were under | 
£10 rateable value should get the prefer- | 


ence where there was land which they re- | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





quired in the neighbourhood or within | 
reasonable distance. He was perfectly 
willing to refrain from proceeding with 
his Amendment for the present to give 
the right hon. Gentleman time for con- | 
sidering the matter which he desired to 
see dealt with. He could afterwards 
move the Amendment in another form. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said that 
the whole difficulty would be solved if a 
preference were given to the smaller 
holdings in cases where there was not 
sufficient land to give extensions all 
round. What was wanted was a system 
of levelling up. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he saw the 
great force of the argument of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, and he would 
gladly consider the matter before the 


Report. 


Mr. TULLY said that the clause 
assumed that the value of the holding 
would be 10s. an acre. His Amendment 
assumed that it would be 8s. an acre, 
because he knew hundreds of cases in 





Mr. DILLON said he had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to omit from Sub- 
section (d) the words, “who is not 
at the date of the purchase the 
tenant or proprietor of a_ holding.’ 
If these words were retained they would 
destroy the effect of the sub-section in 
the case of unhappy tenants who had 
been out of their holdings for fifteen 
or twenty years, and who had got a little 
cottage and a patch of land from a 
neighbour. That would be strictly called 
2 holding, and the result would be that 
the Commissioners, when they came to 
re-instate them under this sub-section, 
would find themselves unable to act. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 34, to leave out from the 
word ‘apply’ to the word ‘ Provided, in line * 
35.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” —( Mr: Herbert Robertson.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he saw the 
force of what the hon. Member said, that 
a holding might be a mere patch by the 
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roadside, and he was prepared to consider 
that matter. He was not, however, pre- 
pared to say that he would go the whole 
length of the hon. Gentleman’s Amend- 
ment, but he would put down some 
definition as to what was a holding. 


Mr. DILLON : 


down. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will put some 
Amendment down before the Report stage. 


Mr. DILLON : Then I will withdraw 


my Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON moved— 


“Tn page 2, line 38, after the word ‘ made’ 
to insert the words, ‘to the legal personal 
representative of the deceased person, if any, 
or, if none, then. .. . 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) said that the Amendment 
would be unworkable. The legal per- 
sonal representative might have other 
avocations in life, and might be abso- 
lutely unable to take up the land. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 


he would withdraw the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) said he 
wished to move as an Amendment the 
insertion of a sub-section bringing within 
the category of persons to whom advances 
might be made ‘“‘a labourer as defined by 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts. 1883 to 
1896, as amended by this Act, and residing 
upon, or within, three miles of the estate.” 
He hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept his Amendment, because 
the labourers were looking forward to 
getting allotments of untenanted land, 
and they would be disappointed if they 
were not enabled to do sv, particularly in 
the South of Ireland. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 2, line 39, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘(e) A Labourer, as defined in the 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, as 


Mr, Wyndham. 
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Put some Amendment | 
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amended by this Act, and residing upon or 
within three miles of the estate.’ ”— (M>-. 
O’ Shee.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that whatever 
might be alleged as to the merits of the 
hon. Member's Amendment, he was quite: 
clear that it could not be properly dealt. 
with until that part of the Bill referring 
to labourers was reached. He intended 
when Clause 4, which referred to agri- 
cultural labourers, was reached, to put 
down an Amendment dealing with them. 


Mr. O’SHEE said that in that event 
he would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) 
moved ag an Amendment to Clause 2. 
that an advance might be made toa 
person who, in the opinion of the Land 
Commission, would be a_ suitable 


_occupier for the holding. The Chici 


Secretary had told them that land was 


a commodity which was necessarily 
limited in certain districts. But there 
were districts in which it might 


happen that, after persons having prior 
rights had been satisfied, there was land 
remaining which was available for the 
creation of new holdings. Everybody 
in Ireland was becoming acutely aware 
of the evils that had been brought on 
the country by the continuous decrease 
of the population. It was obvious that 
while the settlement of the land question 
in the ordinary acceptance of the term 
would have important results upon the 
question of depopulation, inasmuch as it 
would increase the feeling of security in 
the country, at the same time it would 
not directly lead to the creation of more 
homes. That was the object at which 
this Amendment was aimed. A great 
statesman, for whom some of them at 
any rate hada great admiration, had 
said that what he was working for was 
‘‘more homes.” That phrase was not 
then applied to Ireland, but he 
could say that was what they also 
desired to work for. During thelast fifty 
years in Ireland there had been a great 
many fires put out, and he and his friends 
desired that the smoke of the turf fire 
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might rise again from as many home-| 
steads as, with due regard to the 
general economic welfare of the country, 
might be possible in the future. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 39, at end to insert the 
words ‘(f) A person who in the opinion of the 
Land Commission would be a suitable occupier 
of such holding.’”—(Mr. Hugh Law.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would point 
out that Clause 7 of the Bill, which related 
to the purchase of untenanted land, fully 
dealt with the subject raised by the 
hon. Member. Their efforts would work 
better if they did not concentrate them 
on one district. Hitherto they had 
been hampered by dealing with only 
one estate or holding. He knew the 
difficulties that had to be faced, but he 
did not believe they could carry out 
his scheme if they included strangers 
from another county. He _ believed 
that on the lines of the Bill a great 
deal could be done, and practical assist- 
ance would not be given by adding to 
the category those persons who had 
nothing to do with the estate or 
locality. 


Mr. O’SHEE supported the Amend- 
ment on the ground that the owner 
of the holding on an adjoining estate 
might be a useful occupier. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was willing 
to develop the argument still further. 
That the son of the holder on an adjoin- 
ing estate might be a suitable person 
he was quite willing to admit. He had 
given close attention to the subject and 
believed that they must proceed by 
estates and not work sporadically all 
over Ireland. It was doubtful whether 
there would be enough land avai able 
for all if the contemplated categories of | 
hon. Members were to be included in 
the Bill. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW said he would not 
press the Amendment if the right hon. 
Gentleman found, after full consideration, 
that he was unable to accept it. What 
he had in his mind was that the son of 


asmall farmer or for that matter of a 
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large farmershould, instead of being under 
the necessity of emigrating to America, 
be enabled, as far as possible, to marry 
and settle down in Ireland, although not 
necessarily in the neighbourhood of their 
fathers’ holdings. After all, Ireland was 
not a very big place, and although it was 
true that schemes of migration of exist- 
ing occupiers had not been so far 
successful, it would be a somewhat 
different matter to deal as he suggested 
with the young men who, in the 
natural course of events, would leave 
the parent nest and make homes for 
themselves elsewhere. However, if the 
right hon. Gentleman felt that the 
object in view would not be attained 
by the Amendment he would not 
press it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN moved an 
Amendment for the advance to be made 
to a caretaker of a holding on the estate, 
or a person who is in occupation of such 
holding as tenant at will or tenant at 
sufferance. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 39, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘(e) A caretaker of a holding on the 
estate or a person who is in occupation of such 
holding as tenant at will, or tenant at 
sufferance.’ ”—( Mr. William O Brien.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that under this 
clause they were dealing with the tenant 
class, and expressly with those who had 
ceased to be tenants but had _ been 
tenants within five years. He was 
unable to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB moved to omit 
Sub-section 2, which limited the advance 
in respect of any particular farm to 
£500. He was a little troubled as to 
the real meaning of the words, but, no 
doubt in replying to the Amendment, 
the Chief Secretary would explain them. 
He thought the whole object of this 
clause was to give the Land Commission 
power to deal with a very complicated 
and difficult question. In such cases it 
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was obvious that it was not desirable 
that the amount should be put so low as 


£500, and he would consequently like to | 


see either no limit at all or an extension 
of the sum. His own feeling was to 
entirely omit the sub-section, but in any 
event there was a very strong feeling 
that a higher limit should be allowed. 


Amendment proposed — 


In page 2, line 40, to leave oft Sub-section 
2.’—-(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
2 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he thought 
that perhaps the best plan would jbe to 
explain why the Sub-section had been 
included in the Bill. Clause 2 dealt 
with persons who had no estate, local or 
otherwise, on Irish soil, and who had no 
right under any Land Act, but who 
would like to become tenant farmers or 
peasant proprietors under this Bill. There 
was only a certain amount of land 
available, and therefore if it were to be 
handed out in large slices to those who 
had no right to it, there would not be 
enough for persons who had a right. 
Some limitation was necessary, and 
although it was very difficult to work 
out the problem successfully,a simple solu- 
tion was found in limiting to a certain 
sum the advance to persons having no 
holdings at all. Assuming the case of 
a man with a very small holding who 
wished to increase it from seven to 
twenty acres, the Government said the 
new advance should not exceed a certain 
sum, and in that way they made the 
land go round further. Whether £500 
was a right sum was open to argument, 
and he thought it would be possible to 
increase it to £1000. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said _ the 
Amendment he now moved was a vital 


Amendment. Its object was to put the. 


evicted tenants on an equality with the 
others and not to confine the evicted 
tenants to an advance of £500 purchase 
money. As the Committee was aware, 
as the Clause stood it would shut out the 
whole of the evicted tenants with a 
valuation of over £20 a year if [the 
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advance was limited to £500. Even if 
the Land Commissioners saw fit to 
extend the limit to £1,000 it would only 
admit evicted tenants whose valuation 
was below £40, and would shut out the 
rest. He would not labour the point, 
because everybody who knew Ireland 
knew that the effect of that would be 
to leave this delicate and difficult question 
in a more unsettled and angry condition 
than it had ever been before. It would 
inevitably have the appearance of a de- 
liberate policy of vengeance against the 
very class who naturally had the 
strongest claims on the sympathy of 
their brother tenants, because they were 
the men who had sacrificed their hold- 
‘ings for the sake of their brother tenants. 
He was quite satisfied neither the Chief 
Secretary nor the Irish landlords were 
animated by any such vindictive and 
stupid motive, and he with confidence 
commended the Amendment to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s acceptance. He could 
assure him that if he would accept this 
Amendment frankly now, he would be 
sending a message of peace that would 
give more satisfaction in Ireland than 
the message he had sent that afternoon. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 2, line 40, after the word ‘section’ 
to insert the words ‘to persons other than 
those mentioned in Sub-section one (d) hereof.’” 

~(Mr. William OU Brien.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. DILLON said he attached the 
utmost importance to this Amendment. 
After what had occurred he hoped to see 
the whole of the evicted tenants in 
Ireland restored to their old holdings. 
If they desired to affect the imagination 
of Ireland let the landlords only restore 
the evicted tenants, and if they would do 
that they would do more than anything 
else they could do to assist the passage 
of this measure. Let them do that and 
show that there was a general desire 
on the part of the landiords to close this 
chapter of war—and open a chapter of 
peace;and it would affect immediately 
the imagination of the people of Ireland 
| and do more to make the working of the 
| Act easy than anything else. It was not 
a question of money ; it wasa question of 
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whether the war was to be prolonged or 
closed. He therefore desired to see be- 
fore the Committee ended an intention 
on the part of Irish landlords to, as far as 
possible restore the evicted tenants to 
their old homes. This was a most im- 
portant Amendment, and he hoped it 
would be accepted. 


CoLongEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, N.) 
understood the desire of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to restore evicted tenants to 
their old homes, because the distressing 
circumstance of their eviction was 
mainly caused by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. The landlords had no objec- 
tion to restore an evicted tenant to his 
holding if it was not occupied, but they 
had tne strongest objection to displacing 
a tenant for the purpose of restoring his 
predecessor who had been evicted. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he took 
it the hon. and gallant Member was in 
favour of the Amendment. The Amend- 
ment removed the disability which was 
in the Bill which applied to evicted 
tenants and not to other classes pur- 
chasing land. All they asked was that 
the condition of the evicted tenants 
should not be made worse than that of 
other people. He knew there was not 
the slightest feeling among Irish land- 
lords against evicted tenants; and he 
hoped the right hon. Gent eman would 
tell the Committee that no distinction 
would be made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he appreciated 
the importance of the point raised, but 
he could not see how it arose under this 
clause. He understood that it was de- 
sired that as many of these men as possible 
should return to their homes, and his 
hon. and gallant friend said that he 
desired that should be done. His desire 
would be to facilitate the solution of the 
question as much as possible, provided 
that no pressure was used to put in 
people who were not really farmers. He 
could accept no Amendment which would 
have that effect. He had intended to 
deal with the more important side of this 
question upon Clause 48, on which he 
should move at the end of the first sub- 
section to insert the words—‘ Provided 
also that this sub-section shall not apply 
to the case of a former tenant or his 
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representative purchasing his former 


holding.” He could not go as far as he 
was here asked to go. They were dealing 
with the quantity of land that was avail- 
able. He was, as he had said, prepared 
to alter the £500 to £1,000 or £2,000, 
which would make it possible for an 
evicted tenant to get an advance to make 
a start in life. But he could not make 
any advance to evicted tenants against 
others. 


Mr. KILBRIDE understood the effect 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s scatement 
to be that, in the case of the evicted 
tenants who could not be restored to 
their former holdings, it would be im- 
possible to give them an equivalent posi- 
tion to that which they had formerly 
held. The wounded soldiers of the land 
war must not be prejudiced by anything 
in this Bill if it was to promote a final 
settlement. In the case of a man who 
had had a holding at £100 rental, it 
would be impossible to put him in a 
corresponding position. By this limita- 
tion, a £100 evicted tenant would be 
turned into a £50 occupier. The whole 
case of the evicted tenants would be 
prejudiced. The main object of the Bill 
was to put an end to the land war, but 
if that end was to be achieved the 
wounded soldiers of the struggle must 
not be prejudiced by any provision of the 
Bill. The interest of the average Con- 
servative Member in the Bill was to see 
the agrarian struggle settled in order that 
the Imperial interests of England all over 
the world might be settled. He really 
could not see why the right hon. Gentle- 
man should refuse to give way on this 
point and leave to the discretion of the 
Estates Commissioners the amount to be 
advanced. 


Mr. DILLON contrasted the minute- 
ness of the point as regarded the cost of 
the amount of land involved with its 
immense importance, from the point of 
view of public feeling in Ireland. The 
Chief Secretary was proposing to say to 
the few tenants it concerned — and it 
was only a few tenants, but they were 
the men who had made the largest sacri- 
fices in the course of the struggle—that 
if he could not restore them to their old 
homes he would penalise them, and make 
it impossible for the Commissicners to 
give them holdings as good as those from 
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which they had been evicted. There were 
probably only a dozen or fifteen such men 
who would not come within the terms of 
te concession which the Chief Secretary 
had announced, but they were men who 
had a great hold on public opinion in their 
districts, and whose punishment would 
arouse the bitterest possible feeling. But 
what was it all for? The British tax- 
payer was not involyed. The land was 
to be sold to somebody,eand the British 
taxpayer would make the advance, no 
matter to whom it was sold. Moreover, 
the landlords had no objection. The 
sole point, according to the right hon. 
(rentleman, was that he had only a 
certain quantity of untenanted land, 
and that it would be a great mistake to 
give a large portion of that land to 
one man because he was an evicted 
tenant. He was influenced, not by the 
landlord’s interest or the interest of the 
Treasury, but simply by a desire to do 
good to the Irish people. He would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to be guided 
in a matter of this kind by local opinion. 
No doubt this was a matter of sentiment, 
but he did not suppose there were more 
than 1,000 or 2,000 acres of land in 
dispute, and he was confident that the 
right hon. Gentleman, on consideration, 
would see that this was a matter vital in 
importance. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said‘he would 
like to be allowed just to call to the 
mind of the Committee exactly what the 
Amendment meant. An overwhelming 
majority of the evicted tenants in Ire- 
land were men who could be restor2d to 
their old holdings. The Chief Secretary 
had promised an Amendment which would 
deal satisfactorily with 99-100ths of these 
men. But there remained the one section 
of men whose farms had been “grabbed.” 
Even of these cases the great majority 
would come in under the limitation of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and so it came 
to this, that they were now standing out 
for a limitation which would hit only a 
handful of men in Ireland. But in order 
to exclude these few men what were the 
Government going to do? They were 
going to leave a sore in Ireland which 
would not only have an evil effect in the 
localities where the men resided and 
where they were known, and where 
their old farms were, but also 
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flict injury on every part of Ireland, 
cause irritation all over the country, 
and militate against the chances of the 
Bill being satisfactorily received and 
worked. What were they doing it for? 
The Irish landlords had no interest in 
the matter—they were perfectly content 
that this handful of men should be 
treated on the same basis as the rest of 
the evicted tenants. Then in Heaven's 
name what did the Government mean by 
it? Why were not these men to be 
treated on the same basis as the rest of 
the evicted tenants? There was no 
substance in the case of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He could give way on this 
point and admit these men without injury 
to his Bill and without imposing any 
more liabilities on British taxpayers. It 
would be like losing the ship for a pen’orth 
of tar if they imperilled the Bill on 
this point. He could not conceive that 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
any difficulty in giving way. He knew 
he was quite sympathetic on this evicted 
tenants question. He asked him not to 
stand on the mere symmetry of the 
clause ; but to make this small concession 
which would be received, although so 
small, with even more satisfaction than 
the large concession given earlier in the 
evening. It might be a question of senti- 
ment ; but they could not leave sentiment 
out of the settlement of a question of this 
character, where they were trying to put 
an end to a social war and to bring classes 
together. He hoped, under the circum- 
stances, the right hon. Gentleman would 
make the small concession they desired. 
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Mr. BLAKE said the purpose of 
this Bill was to create a sentiment 
of concord and conciliation in Ireland, 
but the right hon. Gentleman had 
declared that for reasons the force of 
which he quite appreciated he was un- 
able to meet public opinion in this parti- 
cular matter now at issue. That was 
extremely unfortunate, but if these people 
could not be restored to their own homes, 
they ought so far to be placed in 
the same position, that no pecuniary 
limitation should interfere with their 
getting holdings equivalent to those 
from which they had been evicted. 
He hoped these tenants would not be 
made the worst of their class. He 
thought it would be the height of 
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unwisdom to mar the spirit and senti-| county he represented, and the number 
ment upon which this Bill depended by | was not very large. He doubted if a 
making thirty or forty martyrs and so | single one of those tenants would be 
many sources of disaffection without any | affected by the point under discussion. 
question of the British taxpayer being | He was equally certain that there were 
involved. The least that could be done | districts where a good deal of bad feeling 
was to permit the new home to be of | would be created if a single evicted 
the same economic value as the old one. tenant was not included in the benefits 
The number of persons affected was | of this Act. It was a very small matter, 
small, but the sentiment of the country | but it was one which would leave a good 
was solid upon this question, and he deal of trouble behind if it was not dealt 
implored the Chief Secretary to have with. The question of evicted tenants 


regard to that sentiment and not mar | 
the settlement of this question with a | 
condition which one could not appreciate | 
as being anything substantial at all. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL appealed to the. 
right hon. Gentleman to accept this 
Amendment. If the Committee had a 
free hand they would almost to a man 
vote in support of it. This proposal 
merely gave a discretion to the Land 
Commission to sell at the limitation 
price and to sell parcels of land to 
evicted tenants who could not be 
reinstated in their old homes. There 
was a provision to enable evicted tenants 
whose farms had not been occupied by 
other tenants to be reinstated. The 
object of this proposal was to give the 
Commissioners a discretion in regard to 
giving this land to men who had been 
driven out of house and home. There 
was no reason at all for making that 
invidious distinction. Under this clause 
they had authorised the Commissioners 
to sell to an evicted tenant a farm up to 
a certain limit, and by a subsequent 
clause they enabled evicted tenants to 
be restored to the farms which happened 
to be vacant. This third class of evicted 
tenants, who did not amount to more 
than twenty or thirty in the whole of 
Ireland, they were dealing with were a 
class whose farms had been taken by land- 
grabbers, and who were most anxious to 
be restored to their position of respectable | 
tenant farmers, but who would be ex- 
cluded if this Amendment were rejected. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND hoped | 
the right hon. Gentleman would meet | 
the view of Irish Members on this | 
matter because it was really a very small | 
question. He had taken the trouble in | 
view of this debate to get a Return of | 
the number of evicted tenants in the 


| their battles. 


| bygones—in putting facilities 


was one upon which a great amount of 
attention had been concentrated, and if 
it was found that any large number of 
evicted tenants were made to sufler 
under this Bill, it would have the effect 
of making other tenants hold off in the 
hope that they might be able to get 
better terms for those who had fought 
He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would not make up his mind 
adversely, and if he was not prepared to. 
accept the Amendment at the present 
moment, perhaps he would undertake 
to inquire for himself and see if he could 
not verify the statements which had 
been made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he attached 
great importance to this question. 
Otherwise he should not have gone as. 
far as he had done and suggested that 
the limit should be extended to £2,000, 
nor should he have drafted an Amend- 
ment on Clause 48 which would admit 
of any man who had lost his holding 
returning to it. The question was not 
as simple as some hon. Members would 
have them suppose. They had in mind 
some definite class of men. His Bill 
dealt with all persons who had lost or 
surrendered their holdings during the 
last twenty-five years, and it would be 
invidious if the Government were to 


/endeavour to select out of those who 


had lost their holdings for reasons good, 
bad, or indifferent, during that period, 
a limited number. His effort had been 
to draw no distinction—let bygones be 
before 
those who had lost their holdings, to 
put the same facilities before all, and 
to give the same facilities to those 
who had lost their holdings as were 
given to other persons in Ireland who 
had farms which were not adequate to 
support their existence. There was 
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nothing vindictive or invidious in that. 
There was nothing in that which raised 
up a single memory of the bitter and 
unhappy past. The hon. Member for 
Clare had said that it would be regret- 
table if one evicted tenant were excluded 
from the benefits of the Bill. His words, 
perhaps, went somewhat further than 
his meaning. No evicted tenant, was 
excluded from the Bill. But if they 
were to go up to a higher value than 
£2,000 there would be very great danger 
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battle than other people? Was he going 
to continue to make them believe that 
the landlords of Ireland had succeeded 
in inducing him to continue to persecute 
them? That would be the result if the 
right hon. Gentleman persisted in re- 
fusing to accept this Amendment. He 
was sure that later on, when the right 
hon. Gentleman came to the section he 
had indicated his intention to amend, he 
would have in the meantime changed 
his mind. 





that some evicted tenants might be | 


excluded from the benefits of the Bill. 
The amount at the disposal of tie 
Government was limited, the classes to 
be relieved were many. Their means 
were small, their needs great, and he could 
not take the responsibility of asking the 
Committee to go further than he had 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
|the Chief Secretary whether he could 
'see his way to inquire for himself how 
/'many evicted tenants there were who 
/could not be restored to old holdings 
| of over £100, and who would be excluded 
‘from the benefits of this Act as it stood. 


indicated—viz., where it was possible to | 


reinstate a tenant in his old holding to 
allow him to have the benefits which 
others enjoyed; but where it was not 


| *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that he 
| had been reproached for not having 
|spoken on this subject. He refrained 


possible let him take his holding on |from speaking first of all because the 
equal terms with all other persons who | subject under debatedid not very much 
sought the benefits of the Act, and come | concern the part of the country he re- 
in on a scale which was higher than he | presented, and he therefore left the dis- 
had originally intended, and which | eusgion to those who were likely to be 
would be dangerously high if he increased | jnterested. He wished to say at once in 
rate “~ — ype nr 7 | justice to the Land Conference that he 
“* eir needs attended to, and, | agreed there should be a settlement of 

he believed, many of the evicted tenants. | this question, and he desired frankly to 
|associate himself with hon. Members 

Mr. KILBRIDE said he remembered | opposite in their contention. If he had 


a speech upon this question delivered | not spoken it was because he did not 


two or three years ago by the hon. | wish to impede the progress of the Bill 
Member for South Ty: one, when he com- | ina matter in which his own consti- 
menced his compulsory sale and pur-|tuents and the province of Ulster were 
chase agitation. He did not pretend to | not largely concerned. It was p-rfectly 
quote the hon. Member accurately. ‘true that in days gone by, when he 
What he meant was that he did| thought proceedings were going on in 
not mean to quote him verbatim, | Ireland which were not a credit to any- 





but he intended to give the substance 
of what he said. The hon. Member 
stated that the landlord forgot the days 
when he was responsible for starting the 
Land Trust Company, and that was the 
medium through which evicted tenants 
were enabled to become occupiers. The 
Chief Secretary spoke about the amount 
of money being limited, but how much 
money would it take if he abandoned 
the £2,000 limit? Was he going to 
allow twenty of the wounded soldiers in 
the land war to continue in their 
present position because they were more 
active and more in the front o! the 


Mr. Wyndham. 


body, and which he thought were illegal, 
he took a strong line. Hedid not wish 
togo back on that. He desired to drawa 
sponge over those bitter memories. He 
did not think this was a large question, 
but he confessed that on the whole the 
words of the clause gave a chance of 
opening up a very great question because 
there was no definition of what an 
evicted tenant was save that he was a 
man evicted during the last twenty-five 
years. That was not the sense in which 
they understood the evicted tenants 
question. What they understood was 
‘that an evicted tenant was a man 
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who had suffered during the pro- 
longed agony of the land war, and to- 
night he desired to start with a clean 
slate on the question. He was with his 
hon. friends opposite, and he trusted that 
in the interests of peace and good feeling 
this open sore would not be left to mar 
the Bill. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he wished to 
make an explanation. The Chief 
Secretary had indicated that he was 
prepared to accept the principle of the 
two Amendments he had on the Paper 
to enlarge the £500 limit to £1,000, and 
similarly £1,000to £2,000. He wished to 
‘xplain to his hon. friends from Ireland 
that he had placed these Amendments on 
the Paper with the fullest intention of 
endeavouring from the point of view of an 
English Member to cover the case of the 
evicted tenants, the one point to which he 
attached almost more importance than 
any otherinthe Bill. He did not care to 
propose these Amendments now, as 
they might act in a restrictive sense. 
He thought the speech of the hon 
Member for Cork and his Amendment did 
represent what was a fair and just line 
in dealing with this question. He most 
warmly supported as an English Liberal 
the demand that this open sore, which 
though small was irritating, should not 
be allowed to fester and create further 
trouble in the settlement of the Irish 
land question. 


Mer. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he entirely reciprocated 
the spirit in which the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone spoke as tothe desirability 
of not mentioning those controversies 
associated with the past in the land 
struggle. Really, the reason they were 
pressing on the Government this appar- 
ently small point was the desire that a 
new chapter in the land questicn of 
Ireland should be opened in that spirit. 
Ife did not wish to use any language 
which might appear to be too strong, but 
at the same time he could not but im- 
press upon the Committee the enormous 
importance to the future of Ireland 
of this comparatively small point with 
which they were dealing. In all wars 
there was a pointof honour, which though 
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apparently small itself had reaily in- 
finitely larger results upon the future of 
the reconciled foes than many other 
points of greater magnitude and im- 
portance. The question of the evicted 
tenants was to the people of Ireland 
something like the exchange of prisoners 
in a campaign. The people expected 
the Irish representatives to see that 
these men were rescued from the 
position in which their patriotism and 
their desire for the good of their fellow 
tenants had landed them. The large 
holders who were evicted were a class 
who were entitled to appeal to them 
more strongly than those who had 
risked small amounts. Many of the 
smaller holders were face to face with 
chronic starvation, and if they risked their 
holdings they ran a comparatively smal 
risk, but the large farmers in many 
cases were in a comparatively comfort- 
able position. They were ready to risk, 
and in many cases to lose, good homes 
and farms in order to improve the posi- 
tion of their poorer brethren. It would 
be a shame on their part to desert these 
men. That was the feeling of the Irish 
people in regard to this matter. The 
spirit in which this Bill was received in 
Ireland would have a large amount to 
do with its success when it came into 
operation. The fight they had made on 
those benches had been inspired by the 
feeling that unless this Bill had the 
active co-operation of all forces in Ire- 
land it would not have the great results 
they all desired it to have. They felt 
that if this question remained unsettled 
there would be a feeling of dissatisfac- 
tion, and, what was more, a ‘feeling “of 
strong and bitter indignation, which he 
was sure would have very serious effects 
indeed upon the future working of the 
measure. 


That was the question from the 
sentimental point of view. Now he 
came down to concrete facts. The Chief 


Secretary seemed to be under the de- 
lusion that this was in point of numbers 
and money a large question; it was 
nothing of the kind. He thought he 
could count on the fingers of his two 
hands all the men to whom this ques- 
tion would apply. There were a few on 
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the Luggacurran Estate, the Massereene | 
estate, and the Clanricarde Estate. The. 
Clanricarde Estate was a synonym for | 
the fiercest aspect of the land war in 

Ireland during the last twenty years. 

There were 100 families evicted there, 

and they were still evicted. But there 

were just two of these families who 

would come under the Amendment with 

which they were now dealing. He took 

the Clanricarde Estate because there the 

landlord was most exacting in his 

demands and cruel in asserting them, 

and there the tenants made the strongest 

opposition. The right hon. Gentleman | 
was giving to Ireland a great and re- 

volutionary measure of reform. He was 

sending to Ireland a mighty message of 

peace; and was it worth while to deface 

and destroy to a large extent the kindly 

feeling and sense of relief with which 

the Irish people would see the end of 

this struggle of centuries, by excluding 

from the benefit of the Act two families 

on the estate in Ireland which had been 

the scene of the fiercest and wildest con- 

troversy ? On the Luggacurran Estate 

there were six or seven families who 

were affected by this Amendment. That 

was the estate of the Marquess of Lans- 

downe, a member of the Ministry, and 

one of the men responsible for the intro- 

duction of this Bill. He was sure the 
noble Lord was most desirous that it 
should pass into law. He was a man of 

sense, judgment, and tact, and he did 

not believe that he would for a 

moment say that these six or seven 

tenants were to stand between Ireland | 
and a satisfactory settlement of the 

question. He did not know what the 

figures were in regard to the Massereene 

Estate, but he knew that there was great 

bitterness of feeling on that estate, and 

he knew also that as long as there were 

some people not settled that part of the 
country would remain in a discontented 

condition. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 2— 
Amendment proposed— 
‘“‘In page 2, line 40, after the word 


‘section, to insert the words ‘to persons other 
than those mentioned in Sub section one (d) 
hereof.’”--(Mr. William O Brien.) 


Question again proposed, ‘ That 
those words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) who was 
almost inaudible in the Gallery, was 
understood to say that he supported 
this Amendment. In the constituency 
which he had the honour to represent 
there were 100 families, the whole of 
which, with the exception of two, would 
be included -in the operation of the 
Bill. Under the circumstances he 
appealed to the hon. Gentleman not 
to leave any source of trouble, but give 
the Bill every chance of fair play by 
accepting the Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
the point that the Committee were now 
on was of very considerable importance, 
but was, at the same time, in itself a 
very small point. He was inclined to 
think there had been some misunder- 
standing with regard to the position 
of the Chief Secretary, who did not wish 
to sever Class D from Classes A, B and 
C. He was thoroughly in accord with 
that; it would be the greatest possible 
mistake to make a definite distinction 
between those four classes, each of whom 
it might be desirable should hold un- 
tenanted land in Ireland. But although 
these four classes ought to be treated as 


| one, there were a good many reasons 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this Evening. 
Mr. T. P, O'Uonnor. 


why, in each of these classes, very much 
larger holdings might be granted to 
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various persons. It was perfectly clear 
that on some estates there would be 
very little land available, and it might 
be inconvenient to have laid down in 
the Bill anything by which persons got 
more land than the limits laid down by 
the Bill. But he could imagine an 
estate which had a considerable amount 
of land to dispose of. For instance, 
they might have the demesne land. 
A man might want to go out of 
Ireland altogether, and wish to sell his 
demesne—he hoped that such a thing 
would not occur, but it might, and 
there would then be a considerable 
amount of land to be disposed of—it 
would therefore be very convenient if 
the Land Commissioners or the Estates 
Commissioners should have power to 
very considerably exceed the limits laid 
down by the Bill for advances to tenants 
of each class. He made no distinction 
between them, and much disliked such 
a distinction being made in the Act of 
Parliament. 


Class D is the one of which hon 
Gentleman opposite thought most, and 
they would consider that the most 
important part of this Bill was that 
they should be satisfied. He could 
immagine a case where they had a very 
good tenant on the holding, and where 
they had a considerable amount of land 
which they were going to cut up into 
small holdings. The owners of those 
sinall holdings would be labourers. No 
one would suggest for a moment that 
they would be able to live out of their 
holdings, and they would have to seek 
work elsewhere. Labour was a very 
important item in Irisheconomy. Now 
in cutting up these large pieces of land 
which fell in tothe Commissioners, they 
would create a considerable body of 
labourers, and it was desirable therefore 
that there should be persons round about 
who could give employment to them. 
The only person who could do that was 
what was called in Ireland the strong 
farmer, and therefore the wisest discre- 
tion that the Estate Commissioners 
could exercise would be to create in the 
middles of these tracts two or three good- 
sized farms, which they could grant to 
substantial persons, and it might well be 
that a tenant ora son of a tenant who 
had a holding on the estate would be 
one of the best persons to whom the 
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Land Commissioners could give a large 
holding on the estate which had fallen 
into their hands, which must le 
allotted to somebody ; therefore there 
were two classes who might easily be 
made tenants of such large holdings. 


_ The Class B tenants might also be ex- 
cellent persons to take a large farm, but 
on the whole it was not likely that they 
would be. The tenant in Class C was in 
the position of a small farmer, and it 
was possible that he might not be able 
to take a large farm; but taking the 
extreme case, he might have a large 
capital or he might be a man more skilled 
in his occupation than many holding 
similar holdings, and in that case it 
might well be that he would be a proper 
person to allot a large farm to. Then 
came Class D itself. The man who was 
in Class D was alargefarmer and not a 
suitable person to put upon a_ small 
farm. Every man in Ireland was a 
farmer, and everybody knew perfectly 
well that a man who was accustomed to 
cultivate a small farm was not a likely 
person to cultivate equally well a 
large farm, and in the same way a man 
who was accustomed to cultivate a large 
farm was not the best person to put to 
cultivate a small farm. If they had a 
considerable amount of land on their 
hands they were not so careful as they 
ought to be about their fences, and they 
were not likely to be as careful when 
growing large crops as the man who was 
in the habit of growing small. If this 
scheme stood exactly as it was upon the 
Paper, the person who had been a large 
farmer would only be able to become a 
comparatively small farmer. The limit 
of purchase was £2,000, and that was not 
likely necessarily to place him in any- 
thing like the position that he had been 
in before, and assuming that he had re- 
tained his old experience he would not 
be able to carry on his business in the 
same style as he had been previously 
accustomed to carry it on. He did not 
for a moment overlook the sense of sore- 
ness that might exist in these districts of 
Ireland on the part of those persons who 
by the Act itself were prevented from 
being placed in the position they were 
before, but he was a little surprised to 
hear that the number of them was so 
few, and it was exceedingly satisfactory 
to ‘know that so few would be left out 
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of the Bill. But the effect of it would 
be to leave a soreness in future, and 
while the point in dispute was small and 
trivial, it was an item not to be left 
out of the account. Their object was 
to prevent any feeling of soreness. 
The particular Amendment they had 
under discussion was at the beginning 
of the second Sub-section of Clause 2, 
which related to the advances that might 
be made and to make this excep- 
tion: ‘* After ‘section’ to insert ‘to 
persons other than those mentioned in 
Sub-section | hereof.’ ”’ 


The objection to inserting those 
direct words was that it made a dis- 
tinction between Class 1) and Classes 
A, B, and C, and to that distine- 
tion he objected. In his opinion this 
Amendment was a mistake. They 
wanted the Bill to work, and having 
regard to what he had previously said he 
thought the Land Commissioners ought 
to be able to make advances to any 
extent they thought fit, under exceptional 
circumstances, to members of any one of 
these Classes A, B,C, and D. The actual 
effect of that, so far as the landlords 
were concerned, would be to increase the 
number of purchasers. They gave to 
the landlord another class to whom they 
could sell, which in itself was a benefit to 
the landlord. It was, therefore, a direct 
advantage to the landlord, but the 
suggestion that he would make to the 
Chief Secretary was this —he would not 
at this moment suggest any special words, 
and it would be unreasonable to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to do so either, but 
he would suggest that a general power 
should be given to the Land Commis- 
sioners, under exceptional circumstances, 
to increase the advances throughout the 
whole of these classes, and that the 
Amendment should be withdrawn on an 
undertaking by the right hon, Gentleman 
that he would, before the Report stage, 
consider this matter and place upon the 
Paper an Amendment giving power to 
the Land Commissioners to travel beyond 
the limitations laid down in this clause. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said they 
had heard the speech of the hon. Member 
with considerable satisfaction. The con- 
cessions which the right hon. Gentleman 
had made with regard to this Bill were 


very great, and extremely little was now | 


Mr. Herbert Robertson, 
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necessary to make the settlement complete, 
but he would point out that there was 
considerable danger of a wide-spread 
feeling of bitterness and disappointment 
being created where the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he chose, could create wide- 
spread satisfaction. He could not too 
strongly impress upon the Chief Secretary 
the fact that this was exactly one of those 
questions which went to the very root of 
Irish feeling and which might have a 
very serious effect indeed on the spirit in 
which this Bill would be received, and 
might endanger the result of the con- 
ciliatory efforts of the last six months. 
He would remind the Chief Secretary 
that the Land Conference came to the 
unanimous conclusion that an equitable 
settlement of the evicted tenants question 
was an indispensable condition of success. 
The speech to which they had just listened 
proved conclusively that there was no 
objection to this Amendment on the part 
of the landlords; and it would be ten 
thousand pities if the settlement was 
marred by a provision which would add 
insult to injury in the case of these small 
numbers of evicted tenants. It ought not 
to be beyond the wit of man to find some 
compromise ; and he believed his friends 
around him would not find much difficulty 
in closing with the hon. and learned 
Member’s suggestion that the Estate 
Commissioners should be empowered to 
make additional advances in special and 


-exceptional circumstances, and in all 


categories. He was not in the least 
disposed to be unreasonable. They re- 
cognised that the Chief Secretary had 
realised the importance of this question, 
and that he had already made important 
concessions ; but he would beg the Chief 
Secretary to complete a good day’s work 
by deferring to Irish opinion on this 
matter, remembering how splendidly the 
Irish people had behaved in reference to 
the whole of this settlement. 


*Str JOHN COLOMB said he joined 
entirely in the spirit which animated the 
speech of the hon. and learned Member 
for South Hackney. He wished to en- 
dorse very much what had been said ; 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite would 
thoroughly understand that those who 
represented the landlords’ interest had no 
spirit of violent antagonism. Although 
this question seemed simple on the sur- 


face it was really complicated. They 
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had to recognise that if the scope of the 
Bill was increased to meet the case of 
men whose holdings had not been 
occupied that would create a new griev- 
ance on the part of those tenants 
whose holdings were occupied, because 
they could not take advantage of the 
Bill. His view was that it would be far 
better to withdraw the Amendment, if 
the Chief Secretary was prepared to 
look into the matter, and see whether it 
could be dealt with in a spirit of justice 
and fair play to the men who had exer- 
cised their legal rights, and were in 
occupation of holdings others now 
wanted to resume. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he ap- 
preciated to the full the remarks of the 
hon. and gallant Member for Yarmouth, 
who was really anxious to see justice 
done all round. The hon. and learned 
Member for South Hackney had made a 
suggestion which, if adopted by the Chief 
Secretary, would enable them to find 
a way out of the difficulty. He hoped 
the Chief Secretary would accede to the 
request made on behalf of the Irish land- 
lords—viz., that there should be given a 
discretionary power to the Estate Com- 
missioners to exceed the limits in special 
‘ircumstances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had been 
very much impressed by the speeches 
nade on this question, not only by their 
matter, but also by their tone and tenor, 
und by the evident desire of everyone to 
settle the question in such a way as to 
make it a real settlement. But he would 
isk hon. Members on both sides of the 
House to realise that, oddly enough, he, 
who was responsible for the Bill, spoke 
m each point which arose under certain 
lisabilities—possibly because his atten- 
tion had been so absorbed by the Bill 
during the last few months, that there 
rushed into his mind many points which 
might be affected by a hasty decision on 
any one point. He had endeavoured, 
according to the facilities at his disposal, 
to deal with this question impartially, and 
that might have led him to take too 
rigid, too economic a view when he was 
asked to dispense so large areas of Irish 
land. Perhaps the most burning ques- 
tion in Ireland was the increase of hold- 
ings which were too small; and when 
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other questions were brought before him, 
there was a tendency on his part to be 
niggardly in respect of squandering the 
acreage of Irish land available for that 
purpose. But a purely practical view 
was not always the wisest view. The 
hon. Member for Cork said that this 
evicted tenants’ question was made 
a cardinal feature in the Conference 
Report ; and the hon. Member for South 
Hackney, and the hon. and_ gallant 
Member for Yarmouth, on behalf of the 
landlords of Ireland, said: ‘We admit 
your difficulty, and, as far as we are 
concerned, we do not wish to stand in the 
way of a full settlement of the question.” 
They dwelt on the necessity of allowing 
nothing in the Bill to bring pressure to 
bear directly or indirectly on men who 
had taken up holdings which others had 
left, and to that he agreed. It was with 
regret that he could not accept the 
Amendment. But, having said that, 
might he add that it must be evident to 
all who had listened to the discussion that 
it had tended more and more to become 
a conflict between the point of honour 
majntained by hon. Members opposite, 
and the question of principle maintained 
by himself? Conflicts of that kind were 


apt to become prolonged and acrimonious, 


and to swing further and further away 
from the practical issue. He understood 
the point of view of hon. Members 
opposite. It did not affect the taxpayer, 
or the mortgagee, or the landlord ; to 
that he agreed. But he was entitled to 
say, also, that it did not affect the tenaiit 
who now occupied a farm from which 
somebody had been evicted. Whom, 
then, did it affect It affected all parties 
in Ireland to whom it would be very ex- 
pedient and desirable that further ac- 
commodation should be granted. That 
had been present to his mind throughout 
these debates. He had insisted, and 
must continue to insist, upon the equal 
treatment of men in all the categories in 
Clause 2. If any settlement was to 
embrace the point of honour and the 
question of principle, there must be 
equal treatment meted out to all those 
who ought to be given, if it could be 
managed, greater opportunities for carry- 
ing on the industry of agriculture in 
Ireland. 


In dealing with the category of 
those who once had an _ occupying 
tenancy in land, and had lost it, they 
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must not stop to inquire for what reason, 
or under what circumstances they had 
lost their tenancies. They could not 
pick out here and there those who were 
misguided, others who had been fraudu- 
lent, and others who had been misled. 
If they did that they would be raking 
up the past. They must not look 
beyond this: that it was desirable, if they 
could, to give these men another chance. 
There must be inside the category those 
who had been evicted from or who had 
surrendered their holdings in despair and 
had gone to America, and afterwards 
come back. There must be equal oppor- 
tunities given to all, and there should be 
no line or phrase in the Bill which 
would give an advantage in the race of 
life to any set of men over another set of 
men. If that were so, and that had been 
the consideration which had determined 
the Clause as it stood, surely hon. Mem- 
bers from Ireland would agree that the 
problem was a difficult one, and the hon. 
Member for Cork would not ask him 
now, after an hour-and-a-half’s debate, 
to improvise an alternative plan to the one 
he had constructed in order to meet all 
the difficult points. He had present to 
his mind cases other than those dealt 
with in the Clause in which it might be 
desirable to enlarge the scheme. Take 
the case of removing a certain number 
of small men to untenanted land, and 
setting them up within reasonable limits 
with holdings of fifteen or twenty 
acres. It might be eminently desirable 
to induce one large farmer to move in 
order to give employment to the sons of 
these small men, and it would be a pity, 
he frankly admitted, if such hard and 
fast lines were introduced into the Bill 
as would prevent him holding out a 
sufficient inducement to the large 
farmer to move. Again, he would take 
another case laid before him by his 
colleagues on the Congested Districts 
Board. In the far west of Ireland it 
was not easy to get the poorest men on 
the worst holdings to undertake the, to 
them, great adventure of moving into 
better holdings at higher rents. One 
might demonstrate to them that another 
farm on a purchase instalment of £10 
or £12 a year would be a much better 
bargain for them than their present 
holding at 30s. or £2. They dared not 
face the risk; they would not move; 
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they would sooner give up the battle of 
life than take his word, or the word of 
the Congested Districts Board, that it 
would be wise for them to go into a far- 
away country among men they had 
never seen, and undertake an obligation 
far heavier than any they had before 
borne. It was therefore better to induce 
the big mento move, so that the small men 
around them might have their holdings 
extended. But it was necessary to offer 
these big farmers an equivalent elae- 
where, and if he adhered to the absolutely 
rigid limits laid down in the clause, he 
would be very much hampered in his 
efforts to cure this disease of congestion. 
He could not undertake to accept the 
Amendment, or to announce that night a 
policy of his own. He would reconside 
the matter, and see whether it would not 
be a wiser manner of carrying out the 
policy he had at heart to give some dis- 
cretion to the Estates Commissioners, in 
certain circumstances, to admit exceptions, 
when it was for the general good of the 
community. He did not wish to deceive 
the Committee by promising more than 
he could fulfil. To extend the oppor- 
tunities afforded by the Bill would 
naturally add to the difficulties of ad- 
ministration ; the more people to whom 
they gave those opportunities the harden 
it would be to carry on the work rapidly. 
When he came to deal with the question, 
he would ask the representatives of alli 
classes in Ireland to bear in mind that 
the amount of land available for the 
purpose was not unlimited ; and the claims 
for the equitable distribution of that land 
among those who stood in need of addi- 
tional land to enable them to fight the 
battle of life must receive, and would 
receive, his most careful consideration. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said he was 
sure that the Irish people would be 
satisfied with the tone, temper, and spirit 
of the Chief Secretary’s speech. He had 
not the slightest desire to coerce the right 
hon. Gentleman to improvise a plan for 
enlarging the powers of the Estates Com- 
missioners in dealing with the evicted 
tenants, and, therefore, he had great 
pleasure in asking leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put, “That Clause 2 stand 
part of the Bill,” and agreed to. 
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Clause 3 :— 


Mr. T. P.O’CONNOR moved to insert 
after “owner,” in line 13, the words, “who 
for five years prior to the passing of this 
Act has been resident for more than six 
months of each year in Ireland.” His 
object was to confine the benefits of the 
clause to resident landlords. This clause 
enabled a landlord to sell his demesne for 
hard cash, and to buy it back on credit. 
That was a very large concession to the 
landlords, the object being to encourage 
them to remain resident in Ireland. But 
at the same time they ought not to enable | 
absentee landlords by a_ transaction 
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of that kind to make a large sum 
of money by re-selling his demesne 
for cash after he had _re-purchased 
it on credit. That would only be a 
premium on absenteeism. They did 
not want to put more money into the | 
pockets of those landlords who drew large | 
sums from Ireland, spent the money else- | 
where, and never contributed a farthing | 
towards the encouragement of local in- | 
(lustries, or for the improvement of the | 
condition of the people. There were 
landlords drawing £10,000, £15,000 and 
£20,000 a year from Ireland who had 
not been in the country for twenty-five 
or thirty years. Lord Clanricarde, for 
instance, had not set foot in Ireland since 
1873, yet all that time he had been draw- 
ing £25,000 yearly from the country, and 
he had absolutely refused to give one 
farthing back. He desired that the cases 
of these men should be separated from 
the case of genuine resident landlords. 
He only asked the Committee to accept 
the principle. He was quite willing to 


agree to any Amendment to vary the 


term of six months mentioned in his 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 13, after the word ‘ owner’ 
to insert the words ‘ who for five years prior 
to the passing of this Act has been resident 
for more than six months of each year in 
Ireland.’”—(Mr. T. P. O'Connor.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB pointed out the 
difficulty of defining who was a non- 
resident landlord. The hon. Member, of 
all men, ought to remember the large 
number of Irishmen whose brilliant 
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careers in the Army, the Navy, tie 
Diplomatic and Consular Service and thie 
Civil Service made it impossible for them 
to spend half the year in Ireland. Were 
these men to be penalised because they 
had not remained idle at home? The 
Amendment could hardly be seriously 
intended, and he hoped the Committee 
would be allowed to proceed with the 
discussion of more important questions. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that the 
principle of the clause ought to be con- 
ceded, although the State ought not to 
lend money to men who did not need it 
or ask for it. There were not very many 
of these distinguished soldiers, sailors, 


and diplomats mentioned by the hon. and 


gallant Member who bad demesnes in 
Treland. 


CoLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): Oh, 
yes, there are. There are two close by 
my place. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL doubted if there 
were many of that class who wanted the 
money. If the principle of the Amend- 
ment were approved they ought to modify 
the provision as to the six months’ 
residence every year. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I am quite 
willing to lessen the period. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL was glad to 
hear that. He was simply contending 
for the principle, and under the circum- 
stances he would be inclined to suppotr 
the hon Member’s Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said this was a very 
important Amendment so far as the 
principle was concerned. The Chief 
Secretary had dwelt with great force on 
the scarcity of land which would be at the 
disposal of the Estates Commissioners for 
the purpose of enlarging holdings. Now, 
there were in Ireland a considerable 
number of derelict estates and demesnes, 
and it would be deplorable if they were 
prevented from the possibility of passing 
into the hands of the Estates Commis- 
sioners or the Congested Districts Board. 
What had occurred in the case of the 
Dillon Estate? Neither Lord Dillon nor 
his father had ever used the residence on 
that estate, and he doubted if they 
visited it more than once in ten years. 
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Lord Dillon sold the whole estate, and 
part of the demesne was used by the 
Congested Districts Board for the pur- 
pose of enlarging the holdings of the 
surrounding tenants. The next re- 
sult would be that the poor tenantry 
would have no chance at all. Was 
that a reasonable use to put public 
money to! Heconsidered the concession 
of allowing the landlords to sell their 
demesnes for their full cash value and 
purchase them back again was a very big 
concession. He, however, did not oppose 
it in the case of any landlord who could 
be held to bea _ resident landlord, or of 
any man who desired to usea demesne 
for himself and his family. The right 
hon. Gentleman talked of distinguished 
Irish soldiers and civil servants who 
might wish to return to Ireland. He 
would not dream of opposing purchase in 
their case ; but there were in Ireland a 
large number of demesnes which had not 
been used as residence for many years 
and which were derelict. It was most 
desirable that they should pass into the 
hands of the Commissioners or of the Con- 
gested District Board for the purpose of 
enlarging surrounding small holdings ; 
and it would be deplorable if the Com- 
missioners were to lose all chance of 
getting possession of demesnes of that 
kind. He would rather give a special 
bonus in such cases, in order that the 
land might be available for the purpose 
of enlarging small holdings, 


Mr. ATKINSON said he thought the 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment would, on consideration, see that 
it was scarcely workable. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that he 
offered to modify the Amendment if its 
principle were accepted. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that in addition 
it was almost impossible to select any 
form of words which would define 
rationally what a resident landlord was. 
Everyone would admit it to be desirable 
that a landlord who had lived in the 
country, and whointended tolive in the 
country, should be able to purchase, and 
also that it was even more desirable to 
sell to men who hereafter would reside 
in Ireland. It was said, however, that 


some persons would buy who did not 
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intend to reside. He thought that this 
was an unsubstantial argument, for why 
should any man wish to buy who did 
not intend to reside ? [AN Hon. MEMBIR: 
To sell.| First of all, such a purchaser 
could not sublet, and purchasers were 
not likely to flock from different parts 
of the world in order to buy prope:ty 
which was surrounded by a number of 
peasant proprietors. As to buying 
demesnes asa speculation, he thought 
that was one of the most visionary 
notions it was possible to entertain. 


Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) 
said he had put down an Amend- 
ment to reject the clause. He could 
not agree with the hon. Member 
for East Mayo that the demesne lands 
should be used for the purpose of putting 
tenants upon them. When Mr. Glad- 
stone's Bill was brought in in 1886 
demesnes were left out altogether. He 
did not see why the British taxpayer 
should be asked to advance money for 
the purchase of demesnes. He could 
understand the British taxpayer lending 
money to buy out small tenants in 
Ireland ; but he did not think they ought 
to be called upon to find money for 
other purposes. It was proposed that 
the Land Commission should buy up thie 
landlords’ demesnes, and sell them back 
to the landlords again. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is not entitled, on this Amendment, to 


enter on a general discussion of the 
clause. = * 


Mr. ASHTON said that in that case 
he would reserve his remarks. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said that as regarded 
the merits of the clause the Irish 
Members on both sides were entirely 
agreed. The general object of the clause, 
as he understood it, was to enable land- 
lords who desired to reside on their 
property in Ireland to do so. With that 
proposal he entirely and _ cordially 
agreed, because not only would it enable 
Irishmen—and after all landlords were 
Irishmen—to live in their native land 


and discharge their duties in connection 


with local affairs, but it would also 
enable them to spend in Ireland the 
money they would derive from the sale 
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of their land. Then the question was 
whether it was desirable to impose these 
re-trictions in connection with an object 
which was admittedly desirable. He 
submitted that, as a matter of fact, the 
restrictions proposed were not practically 
possible. Again, they all knew that in 
tie course of the last few years there 
were certain [rish landlords who, for 
reasons on which he would not now 
enter, were unable to live in Ireland ; 
and it would be most desirable that in 
the new period of peace and harmony 
which he trusted would result from the 
operation of the Bill, that those landlords 
would be able to return to Ireland and 
live there. If the Amendment were 
accepted they would, however, be shut 
out from the operation of the clause. 
He sympathised with the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division in not desiring 
to give Lord Clanricarde an opportunity 
of purchasing his demesne ; but, as he 
understood the clause, it was not com- 
pulsory on the Land Commission to pur- 
chase the landlord’s demesne. The Com- 
missioners would have a certain amount 
of discretion. 


_Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that if the 
discretion were made quite clear he 
would be perfectly satisfied. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said that the words 
in the Bill were “may purchase.” He 
ventured to suggest to the hon. Gentle- 
man that the Amendment was not work- 
able; but he hoped it would be made 
clear that some discretion would be 
given to the Land Commission in certain 
cases, 


Mr. T. P. O’;CONNOR said that if the 
discretion of the Land Commission were 
made perfectly clear he would be satis- 
fied. He did not stand by the exact 
words of his Amendment. The clause 
was intended to encourage landlords to 
reside in Ireland, and absentee landlords 
should not be allowed to take advantage 
of it. Connaught was a country of 
derelict mansions and derelict estates. 
His hon. friend the Member for East 
Mayo referred to one case where the 
residence had not been used, or usable, 
for a considerable number of years, the 
demesne being let to graziers. The 
right hon. Gentleman was quite in 
accord with the Irish Members in 
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the object they had in view in en- 
deavouring to obtain land in order to 
increase small holdings, and a clause 
such as that before the Committee 
would probably defeat their purpose. 
He was rather surprised at the speech 
of the Attorney-General. The right hon. 
Gentleman was kind enough to give him 
a lecture on law the other night. He 
would return the compliment by giving 
him a lecture on letters, and telling him 
that ever since the days of Maria Edge- 
worth everyone in Ireland knew what 
was meant by an absentee landlord. If 
the right hon Gentleman would give 
them an assurance that he would 
endeavour to make a distinction between 
absentee landlords and resident landlords, 
he would be satisfied. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that he fully 
recognised that the hon. Member did not 
stand by the exact terms of his Amend- 
ment, but would not any attempt to define 
what a resident landlord was give 
umbrage to the whole class of landlords ? 
Could they find any term which would 
not sweep away at one blow the hope, 
perhaps long cherished by the landlord, 
to live at home, and would it not be open 
to landlords to say that the House of 
Commons had come to a hasty decision 
on this point? Further, would it not 
place an obstruction in the very path 
which the hon. Gentleman wished to 
follow? Might it not be a point of honour 
with Irish landlords not to sell, because 
certain landlords were debarred from 
entering into their property in full? 
They were asked by the Land Confer- 
ence to allow a free deal between land- 
lord and tenant ; but if this clause had 
not been brought in, the landlord who 
arranged a sale himself would be penal- 
ised as against the landlord who sold 
to the Land Commission. Again, there 
were cases in which the landlord could 
not sell to his tenants unless by some 
such transaction as that which would 
be governed by this clause. Certain 
sums of money were liberated; and in 
those cases the effective operation of the 
Amendment would be to stop the sale. 
If they were not to handicap free 
bargaining as between landlord and 
tenant, then the clause should stand. 
The hon. Gentleman said there ought to 
be some discretion. There was discre- 
tion. Under another clause the Com- 
missioners would have power to define 
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what an estate was. Jf a landlord 
desired to retain, say, 3,000 acres in his 
own hands, the Commissioners might 
decide that the bargain was not good 
enough, and they might make it a 
condition that they should be given, 
say, 500 acres more for the purpose of 
enlarging small holdings. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said as he saw 
no chance of convincing the right hon. 
Gentleman he would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. BUTCHER said the object of the 
Amendment he was about to move was 
to make it quite clear that the Land 
Commission had power to purchase 
demesne land not only in cases where 
the landlord sold to his tenants, buat 
also in cases where the landlord sold to 
the Land Commission itself. That power 
was implied in other clauses of the Bill, 
but it did not seem to be clear in this 
case. In Clauses 1 and 3 the word 
“‘estate ”” did not include demesne land, 
while if it was said that in Clause 5 the 
Land Commission had power to purchase 
demesne land from the landiord under 
the words “purchase the estate” his 
answer was that the word had a 
different meaning from that in Clauses 
1 and 3. His only object was to 
make the point quite clear, and he 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 3, line 13, to leave out from the 
word, ‘has,’ to the third ‘the,’ in line 15, and 
insert ‘agreed to sell the estate under the 
Lands Purchase Acts to the Land Commission 
or otherwise.’ ”’—(.Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the hon. 
and learned Member had placed this 
Amendment on the Paper under a mis- 
conception. The case of the sale of an 
estate embracing the demesne to the 
Land Commission was dealt with in Sub- 
section (2) of this clause. Sub-section (1) 
dealt only with the case of a landlord 
who had made arrangements with his 
tenants, and it was inserted in order 
that the landlord should not suffer by 
adopting that method of procedure. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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If there was any discrepancy it arose 
from the fact that he had drafted this 
sub-section from the Bill of last year to 
meet the wishes of the Land Conference, 
and the general desire in Ireland that a 
man who made his own arrangements 
with his tenants should not lose the 
advantage possessed by the man who 
sold his estate in the ordinary sense of 
the term to the Land Commission. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON under- 
stood the point of his hon. and learned 
friend to be that, whereas Sub-sec- 
tion (2) said— 

‘* Where a parcel of an estate purchased by 
the Land Commission is resold to the vendor” 
there was no power in the Bill enabling 
the Land Commission to purchase. 


Mr. WYNDHAM pointed out that it 
was no use endeavouring to raise 
questions appertaining to sales to the 
Land Commission on a sub-section 
dealing with sales other than to the 
Land Commission. Sub-section (1) 
dealt only with cases in which the land- 
lord did not sell tothe Land Commission. 
If there was any doubt as to what 
happened when he did sell to the Com- 
mission, the point should be discussed 
on Sub-sectiou (2). 


Mr. BUTCHER said it was mainly a 
matter of drafting, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman was satisfied that the Land 
Commission had power, without the 
Amendment, to purchase demesne land, 
he was quite content. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr TULLY moved an Amendment 
which, with a subsequent Amendment 
lower on the Paper, would enable the 
Land Commission, in the case referred 
to in the clause, to purchase “land in 
his (the landlord’s) own use within a 
mile of his residence” instead of *‘ land 
in his occupation and adjacent to the 
estate.” He explained that the Amend. 
ment was directed against the eleven 
months’ system. At present landlords 
who had grazing land let out on eleven 
months’ tenancies were technically and 
legally in occupation of that land, so that 
unless the clause were amended in the 
manner suggested by the Amendment 
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all the professions of the right hon. 
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Gentleman of anxiety to have the, 


available 
tenants of the smaller holdings would go 
for nought. The Bishops of Connaught 
had considered this question, and at a 
meeting, over which the Archbishop of 
Tuam presided, the following resolution 


was passed : 


‘That no landlord should be enabled out of 
public money practically to purchase from 
himself any land outside his residential 
demesne, nor shoald any persons be allowed 
to purchase non-residential holdings except on 
condition of making them residential, and the 
money granted for this purpose should not in 
any case exceed £10,000.” 


He contended that unless the 
right hon. Gentleman struck out 
the word “occupation” and inserted 
the words he proposed he would 


not be acting in accordance with public 
opinion in the West of Ireland. The 
grazing lands in Roscommon were all in 
the occupation of the landlords, being let 
on the eleven months’ grazing system, 
and he did not think the right hon. 
(sentleman intended that lands of that 
description should be sold under this 
clause and the smaller tenants deprived of 
the chance of securing the land. He 
hoped the Chief Secretary would be 
able to make this further concession. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 3, line 17, toleave out the word 
‘occupation, and insert ‘own use. ”—(Mr. 
Tully.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘occupation’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that if he 
acceded to the request of the hon. Mem- 


ber he would defeat the object of the. 


hon. Member, his own object, and the 
object of the Bishops of Connaught. 
The clause provided “the Land Com- 
mission may purchase from him any 
demesne or other land in his occupa- 
tion.” If he accepted the Amendment the 
Land Commission would not be able to 
buy anything except the demesne, and 
the land in the occupation of the landlord 
would remain unbought. That could 
not be the hon. Member’s intention. 
The desire was that the Land Commission 
should secure such land, and then, as the, 
clause went on to provide, re-sell the 
whole or part of it to the landlord, but it 


land divided amongst the) 
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was necessary that the Commission 
should obtain the whole of it if thev 
were to carry out any of the objects of 
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| the clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not pre- 
tend wholly to understand the Western 
question, but it was one thing to say that 
\the Land Commission might purchase 
lands in a man’s occupation, but an 
entirely different thing to say they might 
purchase land in a man’s use. The word 
in the clause was “ occupation,” and that 
would include the land let out by these 
Connaught landlords on the eleven 
months’ system. Was that desirable ! 
The object of his hon. friend was to 
limit the provision to cases where the 
landlord had attached to his demesne a 
home park or land of which he was in 
“effective” occupation. If the land was 
let for twelve months the landlord 
would not get the benefit of the clause, 
but because it was let for eleven months 
the landlord was to be allowed to have the 
benefit of State credit to acquire the land 
into his own hands, and having so ac- 
quired it, to become a fresh landlord. 
He desired to prevent the re-starting of 
landlordism in connection with these 
eleven months’ lettings. If the landlord 
was in effective occupation of his demesne 
and of land adjacent thereto he was 
welcome to work, use, and enjoy it. 
But his hon. friend had taken a very 
acute point which would not have occurred 
to anybody who was not intimately 
acquainted with these lettings, and had 
pointed out that there were many land- 
lords who were not in effective occupation, 
but who enjoyed rentals out of these 
“ floating” tenancies on the eleven 
months’ system. It seemed to him that 
his hon. friend, who lived in the heart 
of the district chiefly concerned, had put 
down an Amendment which went to the 
root of the question, and be hoped the 
— hon. Gentleman, as he had not 
taken up a definite position on the matter, 
would give the point his consideration. 


Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR said they had 
no objection to a landlord’s getting back 
his demesne and the land which was in 
his own use and occupation, but they did 
object to his getting hold of the land 
which he let out to graziers. He was not 


sure, however, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s clause did not meet their view, 
because at the end of the sub-sections 
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there came the words “may resell the | cretion of the Land Commission in so 
whole or any portion” to the landlord. | intricate a matter. The Commission had 
Did that mean that the Land Commission many methods for entering into arrange- 
had the right to refuse to resell to the | ments satisfactory to all parties, but he 
landlord land which was not in his | questioned whether it would be wise to 








demesne, and was not in his own use and 
occupation, but was let for grazing 
purposes ? 


Mr. TULLY was afraid the Chief 
Secretary did not know much about the 
condition of things in Roscommon, Mayo, 
or the other grazing counties. Lord 
Dudley was now living in Roscommon, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman would 
consult him he would find that this 
Amendment would remove a very real 
blot on the Bill. The castle where Lord 
Dudley was living could, under the terms 
of the Bill, be sold to the owners of the 
estate ; but they owned also three-fourths 
of the plains of Boyle, which were let on 
eleven months’ tenancies as grazing lands. 
Under the provisions of this section, the 
owners of the estate could buy not only 
Rockingham demesne but also _three- 
fourths of the plains of Boyle. In that 
case, where were the small farmers of the 
district to get any land on which to 
settle ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM was afraid they 
were somewhat at cross purposes. 
Whenever he found himself in disagree- 
ment with the hon. and learned Member 


for North Louth on a drafting point he | 


felt the matter required to be looked at. 


But in any case this Amendment was | 


proposed at a point which dealt with the 


Land Commission buying land, whereas | 
it should come in the provision relating | 


to the selling of the land, so that by 
accepting the Amendment he would 
prevent the Land Commission acquiring 
land which was necessary for the objects 
they had at heart. 
the Amendment could not come in at 


this point because the Commission must | 


have the option of buying the land. 


Further on they would come to the words | 
“may resell the whole or any portion.” | 
The arguments of hon. Members opposite | 


It was clear that | 


say that they would not sell to the land- 
lord any property of a certain description 
under any circumstances. 


Mr. DILLON agreed with the view as 
to drafting expressed by the right hon. 
/Gentleman. At the same time, he thought 
it would be necessary to put some words 
into the clause to prevent the grazing 
lands from being resold without a dis- 
l'eretion being given to the Land Com- 
mission. He thought it would be better 
to accept the suggestion of the Chief 
Secretary to discuss the matter on the 
question of resale. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY admitted that 
technically the Chief Secretary might be 
right, but insisted that the effect of the 
clause would be that the Land Commission 
might resell to the landlord, and there- 
fore recreate and reconstitute the exact 
condition of affairs which was objected to 
by his hon. friend the Member for South 
Leitrim. He thought they had made a 
agp point. He did not think land let 
or eleven months ought to be repurchased 
by the estate owners and resold to the 
landlord. That would be a real genuine 
grievance. Take for example a Connaught 
landlord with his land let upon the eleven 
months’ system. His land might be 
repurchased and he might then do as he 
pleased. He was surprised that his hon. 
friends did not protest against that 
proposal, because it was the Connaught 
|land grievance. It seemed to him that 
every Connaught man in that House 
/ought to rise up and support his hon. 
‘friend in protesting against this clause. 
This clause enabled the Connaught 
landlord to buy back his eleven months’ 
tenancies and establish eleven months’ 
lettings with the sanction and the 
| money of the British Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said it 














had all been directed to showing there | seemed to be assumed by his hon. and 
must be a limitation placed on the | learned friend that the Land Commission 
discretion of the Land Commission in | instead of taking steps to increase hold- 
re-selling, not on their power of buying, | ings in the west of Ireland was about to 
and when they came to the words he had | do the contrary. He did not suppose 
quoted the matter could be further argued | that anybody imagined !that the Land 
as to the wisdom of fettering the dis-| Commission would deliberately resell to 
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the landlords considerable lands which | 
everbody admitted should be as far as | 
possible distributed amongst the people 
in the West of Ireland whose holdings 
were inadequate. If there was the'| 
slightest chance of doing that everybody 
would be in favour of an Amendment to 
guard against it. The Chief Secretary 
had told them that the Land Commission 
had no such intention, but on the con- 
trary that they acquired those lands not 
to resell them to the landlords but to 
increase the number of holdings in the 
West of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this was 
not the prope: point at which to deal 
with the question. The hon. and learned 
Member for Louth had explained that 
he had only introduced the Amendment 
at this stage in order to raise a discus- 
sion on the point. Under these circum- 
stances he thought the Amendment 
might be withdrawn. There was no 
doubt that the Commissioners would not 
buy eleven months’ grazing land merely 
to resell it to the landlords except in a 
certain case which might arise. Suppos 
ing they put in a statutory prohibition 
on the resale of any such land and here 
was a poor landlord with his estate 
heavily mortgaged who would not sell 
unless he would get enough money to 
pay off his mortgage. By putting in a 
prohibition of this kind they might 
prevent the sale of such _ estates. 
Although he agreed with the object of 
the hon. and learned Member for Louth, 
he thought it would be a mistake to 
put in a rigid restriction. He felt sure 
the Commissioners would use their’ 
discretion to carry out the object which 
the hon. and learned Member had in 
view. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY, on the distinct 
understanding that the matter would be 
reconsidered, advised his hon. friend to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. TULLY said he did not want to 
have any particular honour or glory for 
it, and was quite willing to withdraw his 
Amendment and hand it over to the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool. 
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of new holdings. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 17, after the word “adjacent 
to,” to insert ‘or in the neighbourhood of.” — 
(Mr. Herbert Robertson). 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he would 
only formally move his Amendment. be- 
cause he was convinced from the speec!i 
of the Chief Secretary that his proposal 
was in the wrong place, and would in- 
terfere withthe power of the Commis- 
sioners to buy; his object was only 
to limit their discretion as to reselling. 
This might be a Connaught problem, but 
it was also an Irish problem. There 
were many cases all over Ireland where 
landlords had let large portionsof their de- 
mesneasgrazing land, and that wasan evil 
which they would have to press upon 
the right hon. Gentleman. He formally 
proposed his Amendment in order to 
make his position clear. Asa Connaught 
man he did not feel it his duty to pre- 
vent the Land Commission from buying. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would formally consider this question. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, live 17, after the word ‘ estate, 
to insert the words ‘ provided that no part of 
said last-mentioned land has, during the five 
years pricr to the passing of this Act, been let 
for the purposes of pasture or upon any agre»- 
ment for agistment or temporary depasturaye 
of same.’”—( Mr. T. P. O’Connor.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. TULLY hoped it would be clearly 
understood that eleven months’ lands 
would be outside the power of the land- 
lords to repurchase. Like the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division, he 
had put down his Amendment ip the 
wrong place. 


Mr. DILLON suggested that the case 
might be met by giving the Commission 
power to resell the demesne and such 
portions of the other land as in their 
judgment was not necessary for the en- 
largement of the holding or the creation 
That, he submitted, 
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would meet the difficulty raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman, leaving absolute 
discretion to the Commission, and giving 
them an indication of what was the policy 
of the Government. He mentioned this 
by way of a suggestion which the right 
hon. Gentleman might consider between 
It would be 


a real catastrophe if owners of tens of 


now and the Report stage. 


thousands of acres of rich grazing land 
were able to buy the land back at a cheap 
rate under the Bill after selling it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he cordially 
supported the suggestion of the hon 
Member for East Mayo, and he had made 
a suggestion which was well worthy of 
the consideration of the Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said his view was 
that the matter might very well be left 
to the judgment and discretion of the 
Estates Commissioners. But he was pre- 
pared to consider whether on the Report 


stage—though he did not pledge himself 


to it—words might not be introduced | 


such as “ having in view the wants and 
circumstances of the neighbourhood.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB hoped the Chief 
Secretary would remember the economic 
value of large grazing lands to small occu- 
piers. This was a serious question affecting 
the farming industry. Therefore he asked 
his right hon. friend to be extremely 
careful in giving what was asked for by 
hon. Members opposite, and he entreated 
him to also look into the other side of 
the question connected with grazing lands. 
England, Scotland, and Wales got cattle 
largely from Ireland, and it did not suit 
these countries to get cattle under two 
years old. The small occupiers were 
mostly dairy farmers, and they could not 
keep the cattle they bred beyond a year. 


Mr. Dillon. 
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| put 
If anyone attended a fair in Kerry, or. 
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any of the congested districts, tenants 
would be seen driving to the fair their 
young cattle. Who were the buyers at 
those fairs? Why, the Irish graziers and 
big farmers, who kept the cattle until 
they were ready for the English and 
Scotch markets. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he agreed with 
a great deal that had been said, but he 
did not think anything that had been 
said raised the large issue referred to by 
the hon. and gallant Member. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
moved— 

‘In page 3, line 19, at end, to insert the words 
‘and the land so re-sold shall be subject to the 
same uses and trusts other than uses and trusts 
in favour of mortgagees and chargees and owners 
of superior and intervening interests as the land 
was subject to at the date of the sale to the 
Land Commission.’”—(Mr. Herbert Robertson. ) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
acceptthe Amendment. It appeared to 
him that the object they had in view 
would be in a large measure defeated if 
the Amendment were adopted. He 
should not himself have asked the 
House to do what the Amendment pro- 
posed—namely to advance public money 
at 3} per cent. in order to buy a man’s 
property and then sell it back to him, 
thereby increasing the prospective specu- 
lative value of the property. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON thought 
thiswasa very important point. Itseemed 
to him clear that the landlord could not 
the proceeds of the sale of the 
demesne into his own pocket. What he 
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suggested was that in addition to the | of £150 a year, and at the end of 68} 
money coming into the settlement, as| years have the land as well as the 
the Attorney-General had admitted it | capital. It seemed to him that that 
must do, the property acquired by re- | was a very remarkable proposal. He 
purchase should be on behalf of the| thought any British landowner would 
trust estate. | be very glad to deal with his land on the 

‘same terms. He could not see why 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said this seemed to Irish landowners should be treated on a 
him to be naturally a point to be dealt with different footing from English land- 
by the House of Lords. The Irish Party | °W"6TS- They were giving an abso- 
wanted the Government to get this | lutely needless bonus to the Irish land- 
clause passed to-night. This was the lords. It was said it was necessary to do 


House of Commons—the people’s House. this in order to freethem from the mort- 
_gage debts. But there were English land- 


owners who had mortgageson theirestates, 
and if Irish landowners were to be freed, 
why should not English landowners be 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. ASHTON moved an Amendment 
of which Mr. Channing had given 
notice to leave out Sub-section 2. He 
could not but think that English 
Members did not thoroughly recognise 


freed also ? 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 20, to leave out Sub- 
A section (2),” 
the extraordinary character of the sub- 


secti ‘ Se é ] y 4 da ~ ‘ 4 
section. It proposed to allow the Land Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 


Commission to buy demesne land and (2) stand part of the clause.” 


then sell it back to the landowner, sub- 


ject to repayments of the price by instal-- yp JOHN REDMOND hoped the 
ments extending over sixty-eight and jo, Member, who was known to be a 
a half years, at the end of which period f,jend of Ireland, would not stand in the 
he would become absolute owner. What way of this clause’ passing as it stood. 
would happen in the meantime? At Jy was unanimously adopted in substance 
the date of the purchase by the Land 4: the Conference in Dublin, and was 
Commission the landowner would receive regarded by the landlords as one of the 
piyment of the price. With that money most important portions of the Bill. 

the landowner would be able to make 
an investment at 34 per cent., and sup- 
posing that the price obtained was 
£20,000, he would pay £650 a year. 
But if he invested the money at 3} per 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Nationalist 
Members had fought the landlords for a 
great number of years, and they wished 


them to get something ont of the settle- 
cent., as he would probably be able todo, ment. They wished them to live in 


he would receive £700 . year, and there- peace on their demesne, and to become 
by make a profit of £50 a year at the more Irish than the Irish themselves. 
expense of the British nation. If he 

could invest the money at 4 per cent., he *Mr. CHANNING said that while fully 
would receive £800, representing a profit | recognising the spirit of the hon. Member 
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future peace in Ireland, he protested on 
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which afforded some indication of hope for | extension of the premises $ What was to 


of the House. 


be the cost of the land and the buildings 4 


the ordinary grounds of common-sense | And had plans been prepared ? 


against the proposal in the clause. The 
Bill practically proposed to hand back to | 
the landlords of Ireland the whole of the 
rents which the Land Courts had declared 
to be unjust, amounting to £30,000,000 
or £40,000,000. 
this preposterous clause, which enabled | 
the Estates Commissioners under the 
Bill to still further endow the landlords 
by a process which no sane man would 


In addition there was 


think of applying to embarrassed estates 
in this country. It was legislation gone 
mad, but in view of his position in the 
House, he believed it would be abso- 
lutely useless to press the Amendment 


to a division. 
Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4. 


Mr. TULLY, who had an Amendment 
on the Paper, said Clause 4 was an 
important one, and he did not think they 
should proceed with the discussion to- 
night. They had got through a good 
deal of business, and he suggested that | 


they should now report Progress. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said, as _his 
hon. friend desired to raise the point 
dealt with in his Amendment, it would 
be impossible to discuss it fully to-night. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
P & 


again upon Monday next. 


PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION BILL. 
[Second READING. } 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
asked that some explanation of it should | 
be given. What was the necessity for the | 

Mr. Channing. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Exuiot, Dur- 
ham) said that owing to the increase of 
business the space at the disposal of the 
Patent Office had been found to be in- 
sufficient. It would be necessary to house 


something like 200 more people. He was 


informed that the land would cost about 
£70,000, and the buildings £40,000. 
No more was being done than was 
necessary to enable the greatly increased 
business to be overtaken. 


Bill read a second time and com- 
mitted to a Select Committee of five 
Members, three to be nominated by the 
House, and two by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against 
the Bill presented five clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred 
to the Committee ; that the Petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their 
counsel, or agents, be heard against the 
Bill, and counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, ‘‘That three be the quorum.” 
—(Mr. Elliot.) 


GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL, 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time upon Friday, 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 25th June, 1903, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The CraiRMAN of COMMITTEES ac- 
quainted the House that the Clerk of 
the Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bill have been complied 
with :— Western Valleys (Monmouth- 
shire) Sewerage Board. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill ; 
North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill. Examiner’s Certificates of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee on Tuesday next. 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company Bill [H.L.]. Committed. 


Wirral Railway Bill [H.L.]. Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Hampton Court Gas Bill; Lochnell 
Estate Bill [H.1.]. Reported, with 
Amendments, 


Middlesborough Corporation Bill. The 
CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. The orders made on 
Thursday and Tuesday last discharged, 
and Bill committed. 


Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tram- 
ways Bill (#.1.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Crystal Palace District Gas Bill. A 
witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


Brighton Corporation Bill [H.L.|. A 
witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill. The King’s consent 
signified; and Bill reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 
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Bill Business. 


Great Central Railway Bill. Repor 
from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on the 15th of May andthe 
15th of June last discharged; and Bill 
committed. 
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Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill. Moved, That the order made 
on the 16th day of March last, ‘ That 
no Private Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time 
after the 18th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2"; agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed; the Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Ipswich Gas Bill. Read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


Birmingham District Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill (No. 133) ; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 134) ; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill (No. 135); Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 136). 
Brought from the Commons; Read 1"; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Forth Navigation Order Confirmation 
Bill; Caledonian Railway Order Con- 
firmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter-houses, ete.) Order 
Confirmation Bill; Grangemouth Water 
Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire 
Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order 
Confirmation Bill. To be read 3* to- 
morrow. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1) Bill [u.L.]. House in Committee 
(according to Order): The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made : 
Further Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived : Report of Amend- 





ments to be received on Monday next. 
R 
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Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.]. House in Committee (accord- 
to Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [H.L.]. Read 3* (according to Order): 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 6.) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill. 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) 
Bill. Amendment reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow, 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill [u.1.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to. 


Rickmansworth Gas Bill [#.L.}; Harro- 
gate Water Bill [H.L.] Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments: The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill. Returned 
from the Commons with the Amend- 
ment agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed 
to. 


PETITIONS. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [1.1.] 


Petitions in favour of: of Roman 
Catholics in Bishopton ; Bristol ; Belling- 
ham, Northumberland; Malton and 
Norton ; Everingham; Redcar; Yarm; 
Thirsk ; Leyburn; Skipton; Scorton ; 
South Bank; Richmond; Whitby ; 
Wakefield and Ossett; Pickering ; 
Ampleforth ; Lartington ; St. Wiifrid’s, 
York; St. Mary's Parish, Hull; St. 
Charles’ Parish, Hull; Kingston-on- 
Hull; Fulham Palace Road, Hammer- 
smith. Read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table, 
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Petitions against: of the Imperial 
Protestant Federation (2); read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DYSENTERY. 

Report of the Commission on the 
Nature, Pathology, Causation, and Pre- 
vention of Dysentery, and its relation- 
ship to enteric fever (appointed by the 
Secretary of State for War, August, 
1900): Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (OFFICE OF LAND 
REVENUE RECORDS AND ENROL- 
MENTS). 

Schedule containing alist and particu- 
lars of classes of documents from the 
Office of the Land Revenue Records and 
Enrolments which are now in the Public 
Record Office, but are not considered of 
sufficient value to justify their preserva- 
tion therein. 


RAILWAYS CONSTRUCTION 
TIES ACT, 1864. 

Report by the Board of Trade, on an 
application made during the year 1902, 
under the Railways Construction 
Facilities Act, 1864, and of the proceed- 
ings of the Board of Trade with respect 
thereto. 


FACILI- 


RAILWAY COMPANIES POWERS 
ACT, 1864. 


Report by the Board of Trade, on 
applications made during the year 1902 
under the Railway Companies Powers 
Act, 1864, and of the proceedings of the 
Board of Trade with respect thereto. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882-1890 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Report by the Board of Trade, respect- 
ing the applications to and proceedings 
of the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882-1890. during the 
past year. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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EDUCATION (BURROWING) BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 
2* to-morrow (The Lord President 
(D. Devonshire)); and Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. to be considered in order 
to its being dispensed with. (No. 132.) 


CONDITION OF HOLYROOD PALACE, 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Lord Winpsor): My Lords, 
I wish to make a personal statement 
with reference to the discussion about 
the condition of Holyrood Palace which 
took place on Monday last. Some mis- 
apprehension appears to exist as to what 
actually passed between the Lord High 
Commissioner and the Office of Works, 
owing to part of one letter only having 
heen quoted in this House. On re- 
consideration of the matter, and in order 
to clear it up, I think it is right to lay 
the correspondence, and the Reports to 
which it refers, upon the Table. re 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY ; Will that 
include the note from Sir Schomberg 
M‘Donnell ? 


Lorp WINDSOR: It will include that 
letter. 


CONTRACTS (INDIA OFFICE) BIL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 
wn et) sONw 
Tue $,U0NDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (The Earu or HArp- 
WICKE): My Lords, by Section 5 of the 
Government of India Act, 1859— 


“ All contracts in writing entered into by 
the Secretary of State in Council with the con- 
currence of a majority of votes at a meeting 
may be expressed to be made by the Secretary 
of State in Council under that designation and 
if such as made between private persons would 
he by law required to be under seal may be 
made varied or discharged under the hands 
and seals of two members of the Council or if 
such as if made between private — would 
be by law required to be signed by the parties 
to be charged therewith may be made varied 
or discharged under the hands of two 
members of the Council and the benefit and 
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liability of such contract shall pass to the 
Secretary of State in Council for the time 
being.” 

Speaking generally the mode of contract- 
ing soerided by this Section is strictly 
followed with regard to contracts made 
on behalf of the Secretary of State in 
Council. There are some contracts, 
especially those for the purchase of goods 
and for freight, in which the observance 
of the formalities laid down by the section 
would in a business sense be impossible. 
Tenders have to be invited and accepted 
and acted upon with a promptitude to 
which that procedure would be fatal. 
Contracts of this nature have accordingly 
been entered into under regulations pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of State instead 
of in the manner mentioned in the section 
Doubts have, however, arisen with regard 
to the legal validity of such contracts. 
The object of the present Bill is to re- 
move those doubts. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2°, 
(The Earl of Hardwicke.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [u.1.}. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


EarL GREY: My Lords, I fully 
concur with those who hold it to be 
most desirable that a Bill on so 
important a subject as the Royal 
Declaration should be introduced by 
His Majesty’s Government and not by 
a private Member. As, however, His 
Majesty’s Government have given no 
evidence, since 1901, of the slightest 
intention or desire on their part to 
respond to the appeals which have been 
made to them by the Catholics of the 
Empire to repeal the Statute which 
requires the Sovereign to make an 
anti-Catholic Declaration on his acces- 
sion, there is no option open to those 
private and independent Members who 
believe the abolition of the Declaration 
to be required in the interests of the 
Empire, but to press upon the acceptance 
of the House a Bill for the removal of 
an undoubted grievance which is really 
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felt by many millions of His Majesty's | 
loyal subjects in various parts of the 
Empire. It will be within the recollec- 
tion of the House that two years ago 
the character of the Declaration which 
was required by Statute from the 
Sovereign on his accession, and before 
he met his Parliament, came as a 
startling shock upon this House and 
the liberal sentiment of this country. 
A Committee, consisting practically of 
the two Front Benches, was appointed 
to consider the whole subject, with 
the result that the Prime Minister 
introduced a Bill which the Government 
hoped would reconcile the Catholics 
to the Declaration which they suggested 
the Sovereign should be required to 
make on his accession. In_ intro- 
ducing the Bill Lord Salisbury pointed 
out that the Declaration now required 
from the Sovereign— 

** Denounced in the most offensive form the 
religion to which the Roman Catholics were 
passionately attached,” 
and that it was only— 

‘* Natural that they should look upon it as 
a real grievance that language of a most 
violent and objectionable kind should be used 
against the Articles of their Faith at the most 
solemn moment of his reign by the Sovereign 
when ascending the Throne,” 
and these statements naturally led to 
his conclusion that it was incumbent 
upon Parliament to deal with the 
Declaration in such a way as to purge 
from it those terms which were offensive 
and painful to the Roman Catholic 
subjects of the King. 


The House will recollect that the 
amending Bill brought forward to give 
effect to the recommendations of the two 
Front Benches was not received with 
enthusiasm by any part of this House. 
It was recognised that the amended 
Declaration which, it was suggested, 
should take the place of the old, was 
practically tantamount to a new test, 
and was consequently open on that 
account to serious objection. There 
was a very strong feeling in some 
quarters of the House which, if it did 
not find public expression, was brought 
to my personal notice, that it might 
even be preferable to keep the old) 
form untouched, notwithstanding the | 
offensive terms in which it was couched, | 
inasmuch as it might be regarded with | 


Earl Grey. 
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a certain amount of philosophic in- 
difference as an obsolete and archaic 
formula with no_ greater present 
significance than a _ bit of rusty 
armour, than to give in this twentieth 
century fresh Parliamentary sanction 
to a new Declaration, which selected 
out of all the creeds practised in the 
Empire the Articles of the Roman 


Catholic Faith alone for special repudia- 


tion by the Sovereign. However politely 
worded such a Declaration might be, 
it must be obvious that it could not 
fail to be offensive to the Catholics, 
by giving them cause to feel that they 
were the subjects, not of that equality 
of treatment which it is the boast of 
our Governmant that we accord to all 
our religions, but of treatment of 
which they had a very proper reason 
to complain. It was obvious that 
the Bill had not behind it that 
force of opinion required to drive it 
through the other House of Parliament, 


and the result was, the Bill was discreetly 


dropped. But the matter remains to-day 
just as urgent as it was when Lord 
Salisbury pointed out that we could not 
leave the Declaration where it stands, and 
we have a right to expect from His 
Majesty's Government a Bill of their own 
if they cannot accept mine. 


The appeals to His Majesty's Govern- 
ment to which I propose briefly to refer 
from various parts of the Empire, will, 
I think, convince the House that if 
Parliament is in earnest in its desire to 
consolidate the Empire, the sooner we 
listen to the appeals from the colonies to 
amend the Declaration the better. But 
before I refer to these petitions I wish 
the House to consider whether the 
Declaration complained of is in any way 
essential to the Protestant succession or 
the maintenance of the Protestant 
character of the Crown. Your Lord- 
ships must be aware that apart from the 
Declaration, which is the subject of this 
Bill, the law elsewhere provides, by the 
Bill of Rights and the Act of Settlement, 
that if the Sovereign holds communion 
with the Church or See of Rome, or 
professes the Popish religion, or marries 
a Papist, his Crown, ipso facto, passes 
from his head to that of the next Protest- 
ant heir, and his subjects are absolved 
from all allegiance to him. 


Further, the- 
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Sovereign is required to swear at his 
coronation that he will, to the utmost of 
his power, maintain the laws of God, the 
true profession of the Gospel, and the 
Protestant Reformed Religion established 
by law. I maintain that the law which 


uncrowns the King if he professes the | 


Popish religion, or marries a Papist, 
coupled with the securities provided by 
the oath which he is obliged to take to 
maintain the Protestant Reformed 
Religion established by law, give us all 
the security that even the most cautious 
lawyer can desire to ensure the Protest- 
ant character of the Crown. 

Now, if it be admitted that the making 
of this Declaration is wholly superfluous, 
and altogether unnecessary if our soie 
object is to maintain the Protestant 
character of the Crown, I would proceed 
to ask, Is it desirable to put into the 
mouth of the Sovereign, at the most 
solemn moment of his reign, a Declaration 
of a purely negative character, and 
couched in terms which a Buddhist or 
Mahomedan, or any infidel, could 
conscientiously subscribe to, when we 
know such Declaration cannot fail to 
wound the feelings and affront the senti- 
ments of every Roman Catholic? For 
fear, my Lords, that my action in 
moving in the matter may be imputed 
to wrong motives, I wish to make it 
quite clear that I do not approach the 
consideration of this question from any 
theological standpoint. I am most 
reluctant to press my own beliefs upon 
the attention of the House, but I think 
it desirable to state that I do not believe 
there is any Member in your Lordships’ 
House who in his beliefs is further re- 
moved than I am from the faiths which 
are dear to either Roman Catholics or to 
my noble relative, Lord Halifax; nor do 
I believe there is any Member of this 
House who is more seriously impressed 
than I am with the conviction that the 
principle of sacerdotalism is a highly 
dangerous principle, and if allowed to 
acquire a position of ascendency is likely 
to prove fatal to that free growth of 
individual freedom of conscience, 
thought, and action which I regard as 
the very foundation of our national 
prosperity. 

I approach the consideration of this 
question from a very different stand- 
point than that of sympathy with 
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| Roman Catholic doctrines. I approach 
it from a feeling of justice to the 
Catholics which causes me to resent 
placing them in a position inferior to 
that of the Buddhist and Mahomedan 
subjects of the King, and also from a 
conviction that the interests of the 
Empire require us to remove, and 
without delay, a grievance which, if 
unremoved, may at some future time 
be made the excuse of disloyalty to the 
Crown. I wish to impress upon the 
House that we cannot continue to 
ignore the appeals which have been 
made to Parliament to remove the 
grievance complained of by the Catholic 
subjects of the King, without running 
risk of alienating their affection, or, at 
any rate, of diminishing their loyalty to 
the Crown. Remember that the King 
has 12,000,000 Catholic subjects—that 
43 per cent. of the population of 
Canada are Catholics, and one-third of 
the Australian contingents that fought 
for the Crown in South Africa also 
belong to the Roman Catholic Church. 
I proceed to read the Resolution that 
was passed by the Canadian House oi 
Commons at Ottawa in 1901 on the 
Motion of the Prime Minister, Sir W. 
Laurier :— 

‘Your Majesty’s most faithful subjects, the 
Commons of Canada in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave most humbly to represent that as a 
re da of civil and religious liberties, and o* 
the equality of rights guaranteed to all 
subjects in the Canadian :Confederation, as 
well as under the British Constitution, a 
British Sovereign shall not be called upon to 
make any declaration offensive to the religious 
belief of any subject of the British Crown.” 

In speaking to this Resolution, Sir 
Wilfrid said :— 

‘*T may be asked why should this declara- 
tion be renoved from the law? Simply 
because it is offensive ; simply because it is 
painful to Roman Catholic subjects who 
honour their King and are loyal subjects, who 
are ready to fight, and, if need be, to die for 
his crown; it is painful to them that he 
should take such an oath against doctrines 
which are dear and sacred to them. That is 
the reason, the only reason.” 

He went on to point out that the 

pride and devotion which they all took 
‘in this great Empire, which was the 
first 1efuge of liberty, would be more 
enthusiastic if that legislation, the last 
‘remnant of persecuting ages, were to be 
blotted out for ever from the Statute, 
books of free England. In support of 
| 
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this Resolution of the Canadian House 
of Commons a joint letter from the 
Archbishops and Bishops of British 
North America was 
behalf of the Roman Catholics, to his 
lateeminence, Cardinal Vaughan, thank- 
ing him for his protest against the 
declaration— 

“which an iniquitous legislation still imposed 
on the Sovereign of England.” 

In this letter they expressed the hope 
that the hour had come to efface from 
the Statutes of the Empire that evil 
reminder of former discord and hate, and 


that the beginning of the reign of Edward | 


VII might besignalised bysuch a changein 
the wording of the Oath of Accession as 
would contribute powerfully to promote 
the unity of his people, and to increase 
in the hearts of Catholics the gratitude 
they have never failed to show for similar 
reforms. They further maintained that 
the Catholics, who had never been sparing 
of their loyalty to the Crown, had the 


right to claim in return that the Crown, | 


in the person of the Sovereign, should 
respect their most sacred and cherished 
beliefs. 


Sir Edmund Barton, the Federal Prime 
Minister of Australia, forwarded to His 
Majesty’s Government a no less remark- 
able appeal from the Catholic Hierarchy 
of the Australian Commonwealth. In 
this appeal they recorded their solemn 
protest against the studied insult offered 
to the Catholic subjects of the Empire by 
the Declaration—which they regarded as 
in this twentieth century an outrage 
against common-sense, and an infringe- 
ment of the religious equality to which 
they are entitled by the  constitu- 
tion of their Commonwealth, and which 
they cherished as their birthright. From 
this appeal, forwarded by the Prime 
Minister of the Australian Commonwealth 


to the Prime Minister of the United | 


Kingdom, I read the following passage, 
which I am sure wil] not fall on unsym- 
pathetic ears— 


“One-third of the Australian military con- 
tingents who are fighting for the honour and 
the interests of the Empire in South Africa 
are Catholics. With them religion and freedom 
and loyalty go hand in hand. It cannot be 
seg or honourable or wise to repay their 
1eroism and patriotism by wanton insult, and 
to brand their most sacred convictions with a 
stigma of infamy from which the beliefs of 
other subjects of the Empire, even of Buddhists 
and Hindus and Zulus, are exempt.” 


Earl Grey. 
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(The same note of religious equality to 
‘which expression is given in the protests 
against the Declaration from Canada and 
Australia is to be found in the protests 
forwarded by the Roman Catholics of 
India against the Declaration made by 
the King before the British Imperial 
Parliament on February 14th, 1901. A 
few days before that date the Catholic 
people of Mangalore, South Canara, 
forming about 25 per cent. of the popula- 
tion, assembled in solemn meeting and 
swore allegiance to their King, Emperor 
Edward VIL., all the more joyfully because 
the— 

‘* Proclamation of Queen Victoria in 1858 

assured us all that we, her Indian subjects, 
should never ke molested or disquieted by 
reason of our religious faith.” 
They maintained that the Declaration was 
a violation of the promise contained in the 
Proclamation of 1858, the Charter of their 
liberties, and they expressed a hope that 
the opprobrium of a bygone illiberal age 
would be wiped out without delay, so 
that they might be enabled to join heart 
and soul in the rejoicings of the Corona- 
tion day. 


Similar protests against the repetition 
of the Declaration of any future occasion 
were sent from Bombay and other parts 
of India ; and in Ceylon, on the occasion 
of the visit of H.R.H. the Prince of 
Wales, so deeply did the Catholic popula- 
tion, which was stated to be 265,000, feel 
on the subject, that they submitted to 
H.R.H. an Address expressing a hope that 
before he is called upon to ascend the 
throne of England “this outrageous law ” 
will have disappeared from the Statutes 
of the Empire ; and in the course of their 
address they gave expression to the pro- 
found sorrow which they felt that— 


“‘ Owing to the retention on the Statute-book 
of a law passed in less happy times, at the 
moment when all races and creeds throughout 
the Empire are hastening forward to tender 
their homage and dutiful service to their 
Suvereign, Catholics alone are rebuffed with 
wounding words directed against two of the 
most cherished tenets of their holy religion.’ 


I could submit to the House quotations 
from similar addresses from Mauritius, 
Malta and other Catholic Communities, 
| but think it unnecessary to do so. i 
hope the evidence I have already supplied 
will have convinced the House that the 
retention in the Statute-book of the 
Declaration is a serious thorn in the flesh 
of our Roman Catholic fellow subjects, 
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and that it is important in the interests 
of the Empire that it should quickly be 
removed. The Preamble to the Bill shows 
that the Declaration is wholly unnecessary 
to secure the Protestant character of the 
Crown. It is evident that the Protestant 
character of the Crown is amply and abund 
antly secured by other provisions of the law 
which no one has any desire to touch. I 
say the Declaration is ineffective even for 
the purpose for which it is designed, 
because there is nothing to prevent a 
inan who has made the Declaration from 
being converted by a perfectly honest 
change of mind to the adoption of beliefs 
he had previously denounced. I further 
maintain that the Declaration is not 
only ineffective for the purpose for 
which it was designed, and if it were 
effective, wholly unnecessary, but that 
it is purely mischievous, inasmuch as it 
tends to alienate those whom we desire 
to draw closer. It may be said it is 
desirable that some sort of Declaration 
should be made by the King on his 
accession to show that he is a Protestant. 
I may remind the House that the Con- 
stitution of the Empire of Germany does 
not prescribe any form of oath to be 
taken by the Emperor on his accession, 
and that under the Constitution of the 
United States no religious test is 
required as a qualification for the office 
of President. But I confess if the House 
is in favour of the King being called 
upon to make on his accession a Declara- 
tion of the same character as the Oath 
sworn by him at his Coronation, I am 
prepared with my friends to accept an 
Amendment which shall require the 
Sovereign at the time and placeat which 
he or she would have been required to 
make the Declaration to take 
the oath which is by law prescribed 
to be taken at the Coronation. I have 
endeavoured to place before the House 
certain considerations which appear to 


me to be conclusive, in favour of our | 
Parliament responding to the appeals | 


which have been made to it by the 
Catholics of the Empire. I know no 
consideration which can possibly be 
urged against the Second Reading of the 

ill except that which suggests that the 
present time is inopportune for the 
stirring of this subject. That argument, 
of course, is always available when no 
better argument is forthcoming. The 
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(chief objection to the Bill is the fear 
that silly and ignorant people may mis 
| take the action of Parliament in passing 
this Bill as a weakening of the securities 
in favour of the Protestant character of 
|the Grown. I would respectfully ask 
you, my Lords, whether the unreason- 
ing fears of these people are for one 
moment to be allowed to outweigh the 
very solid grievance which I have shown 
is naturally felt by 12,000,000 subjects 
of the King. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*.”—( Earl Grey.) 


THE Eart oF ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, I think it highly probable that 
many of your Lordships, on observing 
that my noble friend was about to 
bring forward this Bill, felt that you 
would have been quite as well pleased if 
the matter had been left alone, on the 
principle of the old proverb, “ Let sleeping 
dogs lie.’” But my noble friend might 
very well say, in answer to such an 
objection, that this question, if not Cealt 
with now, is bound from time to time to 
reappear, and there are obvious ad- 
vantages in discussing and dealing with 
it in the earlier stages of a reign rather 
than postyoning it to an indefinite time. 
At any rate, the matter is before the 
House now and must be dealt with. 
There are three main views entertained 
in the country regarding this subject, 
and they are no doubt all represented in 
this House. There are, first, those who 
are in favour of a modification of the 
Declaration, though they may not be 
prepared, at least not yet, to advocate 
its abolition. Secondly, there are those 
—and they represent a considerable 
and important body of opinion—who 
strongly object to any change; and 
thirdly,. there are those who like my 

noble friend wish to see the Declaration 
removed altogether. As we all know, 
an attempt has been made to revise the 
Declaration, but that attempt was not a 
success. It is extremely difficult to 
remodel and revise words of this kind. 
There are in the Bookof Common 
| Prayer certain formule regarded with 
i less than love by a great many devout 
Churchmen. The occupants of the Episco- 
pal Bench are only too well aware of the 
heart-searchings which have troubled 








503 Royal 


many Churchmen on that subject, but it 
appears to have been thought best to 
leave that matter untouched. With_ 
regard to this Declaration, I was a mem- | 
ber of the Committee appointed to deal | 
with it, but I cannot say that I look | 
back to the proceedings of that Committee | 
with any very great satisfaction. No) 
doubt it was a record Committee from 
the point of view of rapidity of action. 
It is an open secret, I think, that the 
actual business of the Committee was 
conducted in an extraordinarily short 
space of time, the idea, I suppose, being 
that the least said was soonest mended. 
But it appears that another proverb 
would more appropriately apply, namely, 
“More hurry worse speed.” 


I speak with great respect of those 
who hold the opinion that there should 
be no interference with the Declaration, 
but I think their scruples are largely 
based on misapprehension—on the belief 
that this Declaration provides a guarantee 
for the Protestant succession. But, once 
admit the possibility of some reservation 
or subterfuge such as the Declaration is 
supposed to guard us against, and I do 
not see how it will be prevented by 
piling one phrase of disavowal upon 
another. The disavowal of any dispen- 
sation from the Pope for making the 
Declaration falsely is\useless, for, if there, | 
can be such a dispensation, what is to 
prevent a further dispensation for saying 
none has been received? I am afraid an 
idea has grown up that it does give 
security to the cause of Protestantism 
that this public Declaration against 
Roman Catholicism should be made by 
the Sovereign. I do not know what 
forms have to be followed in the 
Coronation, for instance, of the King 
of the Belgians; but suppose that 
the Sovereign of that country, in 
view of the fact that Catholicism is 
the recognised State religion there, was 
expected to utter some strongly con- 
demnatory words regarding Protes- 
tantism; would not the Protestants not 
only of that country, but also of this, 
complain that that was a gratuitous 
affront to their religion? I would draw 
attention to the fact that this Bill does 
not propose that there should be no 
Declaration at all; it only provides that 
this particular Declaration should be) 
done away with. I listened with great | 
interest to what my noble friend hinted | 


The Earl of Aberdeen, 
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as tothe possibility of an Amendment to 
the Bill being introduced which should 
provide for the substitution, either of the 
Oath taken by the King at the time of 
the Coronation, or of some other simple 
utterance by the Sovereign, as to his or 
her adherence to the Protestant faith. 
I would direct attention to the signatures 
attached to the document inviting your 
Lordships to support this Bill. Most of 
the signatories have held high positions 
as representatives of the Sovereign in 
outlying portions of the Empire. These 
noble Lords have had a peculiar oppor- 
tunity of taking a wide survey of the 
various questions surrounding this 
particular topic, and I think the fact 


that they support this Bill is not without 


its significance. I strongly demur tothe 
idea that the proposal in this Bill is a 
mere yielding to sentiment. It is much 
more than that. It is a proposal to 
remove friction and irritation. It is a 
proposal to remove an ineffective test, 
and one which may be held by a Sove- 
reign professing a non-Christian religion. 
Therefore I hope His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, even if they cannot endorse the 
proposal of the Bill, will give a favour- 
able consideration to it as a possible mode 
of dealing with the question, seeing 
door to 
some future substitute for the pre- 
sent Declaration which we have 
endeavoured to amend without success. 


*THeE LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY : My Lords, your Lord- 
ships will naturally expect that something 
should be said as to the view taken by the 
occupants of the Episcopal Benches with 
regard to the constitutional change pro- 
posed in this Bill. After all that passed 


| two years ago, there is, as my noble friend 


has shown, a widespread feeling, not 
only in this House and in the country 
but in the colonies, that this matter can 
hardly be allowed to remain indefinitely 
exactly where it stands now. However 
that may be, I should like to say a few 
words on the principle of the matter and 
on the specific proposal of my noble 
friend. Perhaps I may begin by re stating 


| the bare principles upon which, I suppose, 


the whole ofthe Houseand those interested 
in the matter outside are practically 
agreed with reference to subjects of this 
kind. We are happily living at a time 
when, and in a country where, not only 
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the fullest liberty of individual opinion 
but the amplest liberty also for the out- 
spoken expression of that opinion, is both 
tolerated and encouraged by all. But at 
the same time it may be said that most 
people are agreed that there are certain 
exceptions to that largely-stated principle 
both in the Church and in the State. 


Royal 
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Those who are accredited alike by Church | 
and State to be religious teachers of a) 


particular kind are expected to make 
some declaration respecting their belief 
at the outset of their public work, and 
either to adhere to that declaration or 
voluntarily, or if need be compulsorily, 
to retire or be retired from the office 
they hold on condition of having made 
such a specific declaration. 


In addition to this, I suppose it i§ 
true that the nation has made up it® 
mind, as the outcome of the historical 
events of 200 years ago, that a man 
or woman who holds the reins of 
sovereignty in this country should be 
subjected to a test as to the attitude 
which he or she takes in religious 
matters, should make a public and formal 
declaration to that effect, and should 
specially show that the sovereignty is 
not held by one who belongs to the com- 
munion of the Roman Catholic Church. 
No one, I imagine, disputes the fact that 
such is the nation’s will or that every 
reasonable security ought to be provided 
for giving effect to that will. But after 
saying all this, I desire to affirm a further 
principle which no one would, I imagine, 
desire to dispute, that any declaration 
which is officially made should avoid giving 
needless pain or offence to those whose 
opinions are impugned and repudiated. So 
long as the oath or declaration is un- 


| to-day. 
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and in the Empire at large. It does this 
by the epithets which it employs 
respecting a particular religious doctrine, 
a doctrine which those who hold it 
follow with a passionate devotion. Re- 
pudiating that doctrine, as I personally 
do with all my might, I vet feel that it 
is described in the Declaration in terms 
which are quite needlessly offensive— 
one can use no other word—to those 
who hold that doctrine with all their 
hearts. The terms are an anachronism 
They may have been necessary, 
they certainly were not unusual, in 


official documents at the time when they 


were first put into their present shape. 
But a great deal has happened as 
regards the use of language, at all events, 
during the last 200 years ; and whatever 
may have been the fact with regard to 
such epithets at the end of the seven- 
teenth century, they are both unsuitable 


and offensive today. So far I am 
glad to be able to agree fully with 
‘the noble Earl. But when, as a 


ambiguous in its terms and is effective | 


for its purpose, every word ought to be 
avoided which could fairly cause a 
moment’s pain to good men who enter- 
tain different opinions or who belong to 
the communion from which the 
Sovereign is debarred. 


These principles are accepted, not only 


in the House but outside it: and the. 


practical question is, does the Declaration 


which weheard the Sovereign make two- | 


and-a-half years ago from that Throne 


violate those principles in any way? I) 
unhesitatingly say that I think it does. | 
I think that it gives in its present terms | 
needless and avoidable pain to religious strain placed upon them, and which have 
minds alikein this House, in the country, | proved practically insufficient to bear the 


remedy for that difficulty or grievance. 
my noble friend proposes simply to 
abolish altogether the obligation of 
making such a declaration, then | find 
myself obliged to part company from 
him. My noble friend argued that the 
securities which would remain under 
the existing law, if this Declaration 
ceased to be required from the Sovereign, 
are amply sufficient to provide against 
the contingency which that Declara- 
tion is meant to secure us from. My 
noble friend relies mainly on the Corona- 
tion oath, but he relies also on the 
specific terms of the Bill of Rights and 
of the Act of Settlement. 


With regard to the Coronation oath, 
the general purport of the words appears 
at first sight to be so obvious and 
indisputable that the result we desire 
seems to be attained without any ques- 
tion or doubt at all. We are not dealing 
with the general purport of the phrases 
used, however, but with something much 
more technical and requiring much more 
careful sifting and thought, unless the 
lessons which history has taught are 
to be altogether disregarded. We are 
dealing with words which in the past 
history of England have been shown to 
be liable to have an _ extraordinary 
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strain. James II. took a Coronation oath 
which was not exactly in the terms in 
which the oath was taken by our gracious 
Sovereign. With the omission of certain 
words which, I think, do not affect the 
question, the terms in which that oath 
was administered were these :— 


“Sir, Will you grant and keep and by your 
oath confirm to the people of England... . 
the true profession of the Gospel established in 
this kingdom, and agreeing to the prerogative 
of the Kings thereof and the ancient customs 
of the realm ?” 


Immense questionings immediately 
arose as to what was the effect of the 
King’s having taken that oath. With a 
view of seeing how the matter was re- 
garded by those who ought to look at it 
most fairly, at all events without any 
Protestant bias, I turned this afternoon | 
to the account of the Roman Catholic | 
historian Lingard, who says :— 








| 

Many looked with suspicion on the facility | 
with which he had sworn without any 
qualification to keep and preserve the rights of 
the Church, and his enemies afterwards | 
charged him with deliberate perjury, as if yd 
had taken the oath with a fixed resolution of | 
violating it afterwards. . . . More probably | 
he had persuaded himself that no event would | 
subsequently happen to bring the rights | 
claimed by the Church into direct collision | 
with those rights which he claimed for himself | 
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inappropriate—is not without its peril in 
considering what may be the result of 
such a Bill as this, which would abolish 
the declaration, and leave it practically 
unimposable hereafter in circumstances 
which a hundred years hence may be 
very different from those which happily 
prevail to-day. 


But, apart from that, does the Corona- 
tion Oath, even when we interpret it 
with the utmost strictness, necessarily 
bind the Soveréign to more than this, 
that he will protect and shield, and 
do his best to maintain the religion 
which is at the time established in 
the land? I can conceive those words 
subjected even now to a strain such 
as I have referred to. There might 
be in different parts of the Empire 
oaths or promises taken for main- 
taining what might not inconceivably 
be established forms of faith quite 
other than Christian ; the Sovereign of 
the Empire might declare his readiness 
to maintain the Buddhist, the Hindoo, 
or the Mahomedan faith, which was held 
by his subjects in some part of the 
Empire. I do not say that that is a 
natural interpretation, but we have to 
consider what the words are capable of 


as rights indefeasibly inherent in the Crown.” | being strained to mean in exigencies of 

a very peculiar kind. Then I imagine 
I mention that to show that those per-| that there is no legal obligation on the 
fectly capable of forming an opinion | Sovereign to hold the Coronation at any 
may arrive at very different conclusions | very early date in his reign. I do not 
as to the exact meaning of the subscrip. | press that point ; but [ think it is worthy 
tion of an oath on the character of| of note that if we relied on the Corona- 
which the noble Earl so strongly relies. | tion oath by itself it would be necessary 
King James, at his first Privy Council, | to take care that the oath was taken at 
said— | the time of the accession to the Throne, 
‘or at the first opening of Parliament. 





‘*[T shall make it my endeavour to preserve 


this Government, both ia Church and State, as | “ 
| Settlement and the corresponding Acts. 


it is now by law established.” 


That speech gave the intensest satisfac- | 
tion, and the Bishops presented an | 
address in which they said that that 
admirable declaration ought to be written 
down in letters of gold. I refer to this 
simply to show how what is felt at the 
time may be falsified after a little interval. 
We are not speaking, of course, of a 
personal or contemporary question. We 
are looking far ahead; and I venture to 
believe that the fact that anxieties on 
such a subject are impossible at this 
moment—are so alien from our minds as 
to make the whole thing appear to be 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 





The noble Earl relies also on the Act of 


That Act provides that any one who 
inherits the Crown and— 

“Shall be reconciled to, or shall hold com- 
municen with, the See or Church of Rome, or 
shall profess the Popish religion, or shall marry 
a Papist shall be subject to such incapacities 
as in such case or cases ” 
are provided by the recited Act. That 
Act is most valuable as showing indis- 
putably what was, and I believe what is, 
the mind of the English people ; but 
I venture to think that in addition 
to that security from without we need 
some security from within that is bind- 
ing in foro conscientie on the Sovereign. 
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I hope the noble Earl will pardon me | your Lordships, being himself a member 
for saying that I think he was almost| of the Roman Catholic Church (Lord 
trifling when he argued that we had no | 
right to impose a disability with regard | 


to one form of religion and not to feel 
ourselves bound to impose it equally 
with regard to other forms. I think 
he mentioned Mahomedanism 
Buddhism. But history cannot be dis- 
regarded in matters of this kind. It is 
simply impossible to look back along the 
last few centuries of English life 


Llandaff), did draw up a Declaration of a 
positive kind which was intended to meet 
that particular difficulty. But, be that 


_as it may, I do not believe it is impossible 


and | 


to draw up a Declaration which should 
avuid not only anything offensive, but 


anything denunciatory, and which should 


and regard the parallel as a true one_ 


between the dangers which might con- 
ceivably arise in the future, as they have 
in the past, with regard to one particular 
form of faith, and the difficulties which 
might conceivably arise with regard to 
those creeds which have nothing to do 
with Christianity at all. It should be 
noted that the objection of my noble 


friend cuts against the whole Act of 


Settlement. My noble friend will have 
to go a great deal further than this Bill 
if he desires to remove altogether any 
difference of profession or security with 
regard to two forms of peril which might 
some day conceivably beset the English 
nation. I do not wish to say one word 
which could legitimately give pain to any- 
one ; but is it possible for any man who 
reads the story of the Church and the 
nation towards the close of the 17th 
century, especially in the light of the 
documents which have recently been 
made public to a larger extent than 
they were in days gone by, without 
feeling that the peril then guarded 
against was a real one? And it is 
not, in the abstract, inconceivable 
that it might occur again. In my 
judgment, at least, we do require some 
kind of declaration, or promise, or under- 
taking to be given by the Sovereign 
personally as regards the position he 
holds in relation to great articles of the 
Christian Faith. 

But if it be true, as I think it is, that 
some such Declaration is necessary, it 
surely does not follow that it need be 
couched in insulting words; and I do 
not think that it need, strictly speaking, 
denounce anything at all. 
to me perfectly possible, at least it 
is not beyond the wit of man, to devise 
a Declaration which should be mainly 
positive rather than negative in char- 
acter and form. Indeed, one of 


be of such a positive kind as I have 
suggested. I believe such words can be 
found ; but it will not be easy. It cannot 
be accomplished in a few minutes, or even 
in a few hours; and I think it would re- 
quire theco-operation of even a larger body 
of those who have thought carefully over 
such subjects than the Committee which 
took it in hand two years ago. 

venture to believe that the members 
of the Roman Catholic Church in 
this House would themselves be most 
helpful, perhaps among the most capable, 
voadjutors to draw up a declaration of 
that kind I look forward not unhope- 
fully to such a result, provided it is taken 
in hand with the care it deserves, with 
an enlargement of the number of those 
who have to consider it as compared with 
what happened on a previous occasion, 
and with adequate time given to its con- 
sideration. I believe I am speaking in 
the name of every Bishop on _ these 
Benches when I say that it would be our 
earnest desire, if invited to do so, to 
co-operate to the utmost of our 
power in producing such a result and in 
removing from the phraseology of the: 
Declaration anything which could 
possibly give pain to those from whom 
we are differing very strongly and 
decidedly, but as to whom nothing is 
further from our thoughts than a desire 
to give pain or offence in any way. But 
there it one thing quite certain, such a 
task can be properly taken in hand only 
by the Government ofthe day. Be that 
Government what it may, it is to the 
Government of the day that we are 
bound to look for a constitutional change 
of this kind. It is essentially a constitu- 
tional change, and one which might be of 


| the highest gravity. I regret that it is- 


It seems | 


impossible for me to give my vote in 
favour of the Bill; but I trust that the 
matter will not be allowed to rest and 


that, under the auspices of the Govern- 


ment, we may have the task of amend- 
ing the form of Declaration taken in 








S11 
hand with determination and vigour. 
For such an endeavour I can ensure co- 
‘operation on the part of the Bishops not 
only as a matter of duty but with a glad 
heart and a ready mind. 
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Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, I 
am sure your Lordships deeply regret 
the absence of my noble friend the 
Leader of the Opposition, and greatly 
sympathise with the cause of it It is 
doubly unfortunate that my noble friends 
Lord Tweedmouth and Lord Crewe who, 
with Lord Spencer, served upon the 
Committee which was appointed in 1891, 
are also unavoidably absent, and it is 
with extreme diffidence that I ask your 
Lordships to allow me to address a few 
words to you on this important subject. 
I wish to ask the noble Duke the Leader 
of the House whether the Government 
are prepared to take up this question 
and legislate upon it, or are they pre- 
pared to leave it in the state of chaos in 
which it now is. As your Lordships will 
remember, a Committee was appointed 
in 1891 to deal with thissubject. That 
Committee was composed of very dis- 
tinguished personages, and I am given 
to understand that beforethey set about 
their task it was their opinion that all 
they had to do was to eliminate from 
the Declaration the particular words 
which gave pain to our Roman Catholic 
fellow-countrymen. When, however, 
the Report of the Committee was pre- 
sented to your Lordships, it became 
evident that what was considered to be 
necessary by Roman Catholic Peers and 
others was that all reference to the 
repudiation of any dogma whatever 
should be taken from the Declaration. 
There were many discussions in your 
Lordships’ House on this question, and 
notwithstanding the opposition offered 
to the Bill the Government insisted upon 
its being passed by this House. It was 
passed and sent to the other House, 
and from that time to this we have 
heard nothing more about the question. 
What I want to ask the nobie Duke 
is whether that is a position which 
the Government ac-epts, or whether 
they have any intention of dealing with 
this obviously important subject them- 
selves. I endorse what the most rev. 
Primate said in the concluding words of 
his admirable speech, that this is a 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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question which ought not to be dealt 
with by a private Member, however 
distinguished and capable he may be. 
It ought to be dealt with by the Govern- 
ment, and by the Government alone, 
and it is not a matter that ought to be 
allowed to wait. It is surely not right 
that the burden of taking such an odious 
declaration should be imposed on future 
monarchs. If the Government are not 
prepared to deal with this subject, if 
they are not prepared to frame a declara- 
tion such as that which the most rev. 
Primate referred to, it seems to me less 
disadvantageous to abolish the declara- 
tion altogether. If the Government 
are not prepared to say that they will 
deal with this subject, I, for my part, 
although I feel the greatest reluctance 
in voting for a Bill which is not author- 
ised by the responsible Minister, shall 
feel very much inclined, as a protest 
against the inaction of the Government, 
to follow my noble friend into the lobby 
in support of the Second Reading of his 
Bill. 


*Viscounr LLANDAFF: My Lords, 
I intrude with great reluctance in the 
debate on this subject, in which I 
naturally feel a strong personal interest. 
May I at the outset express our 
thanks to the noble Earl who has 
brought in this Bill. He has not only 
earned the gratitude of all the Roman 
Catholics in the Empire, but he has 
continued those illustrious traditions 
which are inseparably connected with 
the name he bears. I listened with the 
greatest attention and interest to what 
fell from the most rev. Primate. The 
prominent point, as it seemed to me, in 
his argument was that some security 
from within, as contrasted with securities 
from without, was necessary in order to 
secure the Protestant succession. It is 
not enough that adherence to the Roman 
Catholic religion, that communion with 
the Church of Rome, or that even 
marriage with a Papist, renders the 
Crown forfeitable, that is not security 
enough in the judgment of the most 
rev. Primate. 


*Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: I should be very sorry to 
be supposed to have said that such 
enactments, if they could be enforced 
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with certainty, would be insufficient. 
What I endeavoured to point out was 
the difficulty of ascertaining, otherwise 
than by a declaration from within, 
whether or not the person in question 


is in fact “ holding communion with” | 


the Church of Rome. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF: I confess I 
should have thought that when an Act 
(f Parliament says that communion with 
the Church of Rome, or reconcilement to 
the Church of Rome, involves forfeiture 
of the Crown, and when that same Act 
goes on tosay the Sovereign shall be in 
communion withthe Church of England, 
I should have thought that that did not 
admit of any doubt. The added security 
of this Declaration avails only for the 
instant of the Sovereign’s accession ; 
from his accession to his death you have 
to depend upon the security of the Act 
of Settlement and the Bill of Rights. 


The opinions expressed by the Sovereign - 


at the moment of his accession may 
change in the next year, but you have 
no security except the ample security of 
the Bill of Rights and the Act of Settle- 
ment. I contend that, apart from the 
declaration, ample provision is made 
for the security of the Protestant 
succession by the Bill of Rights and the 
Act of Settlement. The sting of the 
declaration is not in the epithets, but in 
its blind, passionate intolerance. As 
long as you keep the condemnation 
of doctrines standing, the epithets are 
signified and implied, although they are 
not spoken. At this solemn moment- 
when all races and creeds are drawing 
round the throne, anxious to express 
their loyalty, Roman Catholics alone are 
rebuffed by words which outrage their 
most sacred convictions. It is a griev- 
ance that any doctrine lawfully held by 
us should be singled out for special 
condemnation by the Sovereign. The 
most rev. Primate entered at some length 
upon the history of this Declaration, but 
he omitted to remind your Lordships 
that it was not invented for the purpose 
of securing the Protestant succession. 
The authors of this Declaration framed it 
in order to exclude Catholics from the 
Houses of Parliament, and it had that 
effect for 150 years. The framers 


of the Bill of Rights, who felt that 


James II. might possibly return to 
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this country, or attempt to return, had 
this declaration inserted in the Bill of 
Rights as a special precaution. The 
danger against which the Bill of Rights 
was aimed has gone and is completely at 
anend. I should like to quote to your 
Lordships the legislation that has been 
introduced into India. In the Indian 
Penal Code I find this enactment— 


*“ Whoever, with deliberate intention of 
wounding the religious feeling of any person, 
utters any word or makes any sound in the 
hearing of that person, or makes any gesture 
or places any object in the sight of that person, 
shall be punished with imprisonment for a term 
which may extend for one year, or fine, or 
both.” 


Therefore the language of the Declaration, 
if used in India to worshippers of 
Juggernaut, would make the user guilty 
of a criminal offence. I am unable to 
reconcile the tenderness of the Indian 
Penal Code with the roughness shown to 
the oldest and most widely spread 
religious community in the world by this 
declaration. Parliament has _ relieved 
every subject of such a painful necessity 
and leaves the Sovereign alone subject to 
it, and obliges him-—I am sure against 
his will—to utter a theological denuncia- 
tion at the most solemn moment of his 
reign. The noble Lord opposite has 
asked His Majesty’s Government whether 
they will give a pledge to deal with this 
subject. I do not expect they will; but 
I make an earnest appeal to the noble 
Duke not to make the opposition to this 
Bill a Government or a Party matter, 
but to leave his followers to vote 
as they think right onthe subject. It 
is in no sense a Party question. The 
noble Duke not long ago delivered a 
most able and powerful argument in 
favour of open questions. I think this 
question, as_ well as that of Catholic 
Emancipation, should be treated as an 
open question, and I trust that it will 
not be voted upon asa Party matter in 
the way it was two yearsago. I by no 
means wish to exclude the possibility of 
framing some form of declaration that 
may satisfy Protestant feeling and seem 
to give sufficient security for the Protes- 
tant character of the Sovereign, but I 
am bound to say that the fate of the 
Bill of two years ago does not give_me 
great confidence that such a result can 


be arrived at. 
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LorD ROBERTSON: My Lords, I 
‘have listened with especial pleasure, to 
the noble and learned Lord, who has 
every right to claim our attention 
because he is largely responsible for the 
present state of this question. I daresay 
it will be in your Lordships’ recollection 
that the question which was discussed 
with so much interest and animation on 
‘several occasions two years ago was 
entirely different from that which is 
-being discussed to-day. At that time it 
came as a surprise to His Majesty's 
subjects that part of the ceremo- 
nial of His Majesty's succession con- 
sisted in a declaration containing 
the language which has been charac- 
terised by the most rev. Primate. 
I am certain that men of all creeds were 
-shocked at this relic of former times, 
and every one was most anxious that 
means should be devised whereby the 
terms in that Declaration, which were 
regarded as offensive, might be got rid 
of. I think I am in your Lordships’ 
‘recollection when I say that the question 
was merely as to the terms of the 
Declaration, and not as to the existence 
of the Declaration itself. The feeling 
which operated so strongly on the 
‘sympathy of His Majesty’s subjects was 
that Roman Catholics, whose illustrious 
services in the present and preceding 
eign are fresh in our memory, should 
be forced to listen to doctrines most 
sacred to them being described in terms 
so strong and so excessive. I am quite 
sure that in every part of the House 
there was an honest determination to 
eliminate those terms which gave offence. 
But what happened? An amended 
Declaration was proposed. I was never 
a great admirer of the new Declaration— 
and objections to it arose. Then my 
noble and learned friend, on 5th August, 
1901, declared that he preferred the 
retention of the offensive language and 
its rugged barbarity in the hope that 
wiser councils would prevail, rather than 
consent to a milder and less offensive 
form of Declaration, which was still 
objectionable and which it would be 
difficult to get rid of. The noble and 
learned Lord considered he had a vested 
interest in it as affording him a lever 
to get rid of the whole Declaration. 
Therefore my noble and learned friend 
is the author of the predicament in which 


{LORDS} 
‘the House finds itself. 


agreeable to all parties. 
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Lord Aberdeen 
seemed to throw out the idea that we 
had better get rid of this Declaration, 
then patch up something which would be 
I venture to 
hope the House will not proceed in that 
preposterous fashion. It is asked, “Why 
do you single out Roman Catholicism and 
omit Buddhism and Mahomedanism from 
the Declaration?” Because there never has 
been an attempt by a Mahomedan King 
of England to impose the Mahomedan 
religion upon the people of England, and 
because no Buddhist King, stimulated by 
Buddhist priests, has played false with the 
constitution of this country ; and until 
historical illustrations of that kind can be 
given the talk about Buddhists and 
Mahomedars is very much out of the 
question. I am certain that there are 
great masses of the people of this country 
who are strongly of opinion that the 
Sovereign should on his accession, in the 
full blaze of publicity, repudiate the 
doctrines of the Church of Rome. It 
seems to me, therefore, that unless and 
until an effort is made to modify the terms 
of the Oath this question should be 
left alone. I decline to fall into the 
trap of parting with this Declaration in 
the hope or on the chance of getting 
something else. The course to adopt is 
to modify the Declaration. 


Tue Duke oF NORFOLK: My Lords, 
I am quite sure that I am only expres- 
sing what every Roman Catholic feels 
when I say that it is most painful to us 
that the “most sacred tenets of our 
religion should be singled out on his 
accession for repudiation by our beloved 
and revered Sovereign, to whom 
we are most devoted and loyal. Two 
years ago it was felt that this Declara- 
tion ought to be altered, and a Com- 
mittee was appointed to bring up a new 
form of words. It was decided, rightly 
or wrongly, that no Roman Catholic 
Peer should be a member of that Com- 
mittee. The Roman Catholic Peers 
desired to lay their views before that Com- 
mittee, but, much to their surprise, they 
were given no opportunity whatever of 
doing so and no means were adopted to 
ascertain what it was we objected to. 
We did not move in the matter last year, 
because we felt that the year of the 
Coronation was not a _ very seemly 
occasion to bring up a question which 
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might raise angry disputes. 
have never shrunk from declaring that 
we regard the terms of the Declaration as 
a great grievance ; and we feel that the 
honest and straightforward course would 
be to remove it altogether. 
heard no arguments to show that the 


Coronation Oath does not fully cover the | 


ground. The Roman Catholics of this 
country fully accept the principle—though 
we cannot be held to agree with it—that 
the Sovereign should be a Protestant. 
We recognised the fact that the nation is 
Protestant. But we feel deeply that it 
is only the tenets of the Roman Catholic 
Church that are outraged in the most 
cruel way, and that that outrage is all 
the more wanton on account of the public 
manner in which it is done. 


Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, there 
is a historical point which | think it is 
most important that your Lordships 
should have well in your minds before 
dividing on this question. It has been 
alluded to by Lord Llandaff, and it is in 
the mind of everyone that this was not 
originally intended as an oath to ensure 
Protestant succession. 
directed in the first instance to prevent- 
ing Roman Catholics holding otfice or 
occupying seats in this House, and 1t 
was to prevent executive power being 
exercised in favourof the Roman Catholic 
religion. It was extended to the King 
for the reason that the King at that time 
had in his hands the whole exercise of 
executive power. There was no place 
under the Crown to which the King 
could not then, by his own personal 
will, appoint. He could give every com- 
mission in the Army ; he could appoint 
justices of the peace, then much more 
important than now; and he could not 
only use that power, but he could abuse 
it. James II. did so abuse it ; he used his 
executive power as King to help the in- 
terests of the Roman Catholic Church. 


issions to Roman | : 
He gave away commissions to Koman | would have been removed if the noble 


Catholics ; he appointed Roman Catholic 
justices ; he even went so far as to in- 
troduce Roman Catholics on to the Bench 


{25 JUNE 1903} 
But we|for him by his 


I have | 


It was an oath! 


| 


of Bishops ; and the nation rightly saw | 


that that executive power which it had 
already prevented from being exercised 


by Roman Catholics in humbler walks | 
should not be exercised by the King. | probably it would be better on the whole 


But now the executive power is no longer | if we were not on the Committee. 
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Ministers, who are 
| responsible to Parliament. If we are to 
hold to the antiquated idea that these 
declarations and oaths are to be the 
| means by which we are to ensure our- 
selves against the abuse of executive 
| power, it is not the King, but the 
advisers of the King—it is those Mem- 
bers of the Privy Council who give him 
advice and who practically have all 
appointments in their hands—who ought 
to make the declaration. In its language 
the Declaration is an anachronism and 
an absurdity. The time for these 
Declarations has passed. The change 
of the national point of view is illustrated 
by the fact thata Roman Catholic Home 
Secretary, now a Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House, was some years ago 
appointed without a word of popular 
protest, and he discharged his duties to 
the satisfaction of the country. It is 
quite clear that this unhappy Declaration 
cannot last much longer and must 
disappear in its present form. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF tHE 
COUNCIL (the Duke of DEvoNsHIRE) : 
|My Lords, the noble Duke behind me 
made some complaint of the procedure 
of the Committee appointed two years 
ago. I was not a member of that Com- 
mittee, and I do not think I was par- 
ticularly concerned in the arrangements 
for its appointment; but I am under a 
strong impression, which 1 should be 
surprised to find is not correct, that an 
‘invitation was addressed to the Roman 
Catholic Members of this House to take 
part in the Committee, and that it 
was entirely owing to their unwilling- 
ness to serve that no Roman Catholic 
member was appointed. It strikes me 
that any reason the noble Duke may 
‘have for complaining of the manner in 
which the proceedings of that Committee 
were conducted, and any absence of com- 
munication he might have to complain of, 


Duke had consented to assist the delibera 


| tions of that Committee. 


THe Duke or NORFOLK: It was 
notified to us from the highest quarter, 
not connected with ourselves, that 


I was 


in the hands of the King, but is exercised | not objecting to our not being on the 
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Committee. What I objected to was 
that there was no sort of communication 
with us, and that we were not even 
asked what we expected the Committee 
could do. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
think my statement is confirmed that it 
was perfectly open to the noble Duke, or 
to any other Roman Catholic Peer, to 
have sat upon the Committee ; and I still 
adhere to my opinion that the best means 
of establishing any communication _be- 
tween the Committee and the Roman 
Catholic Members would have been for 
one or more of them to have been on the 
Committee. Before I attempt to reply 
to the Questions addressed to me, I cannot 
avoid making one or two observations as 
to the procedure which has been adopted 
in asking your Lordships to give a Second 
Reading to this Bill. It was introduced 
either in last week or in the previous 
week. As your Lordships know, the 
introduction of a Bill is a purely formal 
proceeding, and, as a matter of fact, the 
Bill itself was not in your Lordships’ 
hands till last Tuesday, and on Thursday 
we are asked to give it a Second Reading. 


Eart GREY: I handed in the Bill to 
be printed on the same night that I 
introduced it, and I was under the im- 
pression that it would be circulated with 
the Votes on the following day, or on 
Saturday at the latest. 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: As a 
matter of fact the Bill was in your Lord- 
ships’ hands on Tuesday, and on Thursday 
we were asked to give it a Second 
Reading. Not onlyso. I know that my 
noble friend was asked to defer the Second 
Reading, because it was absolutely impos- 
sible that the Lord Chancellor, who it 
might have been supposed ought to be 
present when such a Bill was to be con- 
sidered, could be in his place to-day. 
Even this was refused by the noble Earl 
opposite in his haste to amend the 
Constitution and to remove—not to 
amend—the constitutional security to 
which the great part of the people of this 
country are supremely and _ deeply 
attached. The noble Earl must know 
that this is a question which touches the 
sincere and honest convictions—they may 
be mistaken, but they are sincere and 
honestly held convictions—of a very large 


The Duke of Norfolk. 


{LORDS} 
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number of the subjects of His Majesty, 
than whom none could be more loyal, 
none more attached to the Constitution. 
It touches the convictions of a large 
number of men who would feel the 
greatest apprehension at what they would 
consider any weakening, much more the 
removal, of a Declaration which, in their 
opinion, is a most valuable security for 
the maintenance of the Protestant suc- 
cession to the Throne of this country ; 
and, notwithstanding that knowledge, 
which the noble Earl must possess, he 
asks your Lordships to pass this Bill, 
almost without notice, and at a time when 
not one in 1,000, not one I should think 
in 100,000 of the people of this country 
know that such a proposal has even been 
made. 


My Lords, I think we have had a most 
interesting and most able discussion ; but 
if we have, it has not been owing to any 
consideration on the part of the noble 
Earl which would enable Members of this 
House to take part in the discussion of so 
important a question ; and I cannot help 
expressing my conviction that the course 
which has been adopted is one which cer- 
tainly is not in the highest degree respect- 
ful either to the Members of this House, 
or to the country at large. Reference 
has already been made to the recent 
history of this question, and your Lord- 
ships will not fail to remember that His 
Majesty’s Government have, in regard to 
this Declaration, a policy of their own 
which was laid before this House, and 
fully explained. That policy was, while 
retaining the Declaration in its substance 
and in its essential features, to eliminate 
from it all the words and expressions 
which were held, and I think justly held, 
to be of an offensive character or of a 
nature calculated to wound the feelings 
of a great many loyal subjects of His 
Majesty. A Committee was, in the first 
instance, appointed, and they examined this 
Declaration. They recommended another 
form of Declaration, and the proposal of 
the Committee, embodied in the form of 
a Bill, was laid before your Lordships’ 
House. Owing to, and in consequence 
of, the attitude which was assumed by 
the Roman Catholic Members of the 
House, an attitude which I am bound to 
say they do not appear to have departed 
from in any degree, it was found useless 
to proceed any further with that measure. 


That was the policy of His Majesty’s. 
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Government two years ago, and that is 
the policy of His Majesty’s Government 
now. 


If there were any reason to suppose 
that the attitude of the Roman Catholic 
community, as represented by noble 
Lords who sit in this House, towards the 
proposed alteration of this Declaration, 
was in any degree modified, His Majesty’s 
Government would be perfectly ready on 
a fitting opportunity to renew the pro- 
posals which they made two yeais ago— 
I do not know that they would be neces- 
sarily in exactly the same form. Your 
Lordships must also remember that while 
it was the policy of the Government to 
introduce what they considered necessary 
and desirable Amendments into the De- 
claration, it was equally their policy that 
a Declaration substantially to the same 
effect should remain a part of the law of the 
country. I see very little advantage, and 
I see a great many objections, to enter- 
ing into the reasons which, in our judg- 
ment, as well as in the judgment of many 
noble Lords who sit opposite, make the 
retention of such a Declaration necessary. 
They have been stated with clearness and, 
at the same time, with admirable calmness 
and moderation in the debate this even- 
ing. Your Lordships cannot imagine 
that if this question were raised as one 
of practical consideration in the other 
House of Parliament and for discussion 
throughout the country, the same tone of 
moderation would prevail. His Majesty’s 
Government are of opinion that to raise 
this question at a time when there is no 
probability of its leading to a settlement 
would be likely to revive religious contro- 
versy and to provoke controversial 
discussions far more likely to retard than 
to facilitate any possible settlement of 
the question. I think I have stated 
accurately what was the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government two years ago; 
but, lest there should be any misappre- 
hension whatever on the subject. I donot 
think I could do better than to read two 
very short extracts from the speeches of 
the late Prime Minister on this subject, 
which defined then, and still accurately 
define, the position of His Majesty’s 
Government. On the Second Reading 
of the Bill which was before your Lord- 
ships’ House two years ago Lord Salis- 
bury said— 

“The object of the Committee was that these 
offensive expressions should be withdrawn, and 
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that so much change as was necessary for tlie 
purpose should be made in the new Statutory 
Declaration. We never promised to go further 
than that. We do not desire to enter into the 
question, though we do not conceal our own 
opinion that a Declaration is necessary, or at 
all events highly expedient, for the mainten- 
ance of the Protestant succession. But that is 
not the point which we submit for the con- 
sideration of Parliament.” 


Again on the Third Reading, when the 
attitude of the Roman Catholic Peers 
had been fully declared, Lord Salisbury 
said— 


“ We now know that they do not wish these 
offensive words to be withdrawn unless at the 
same time there is withdrawn that Declaration 
for the security of the Protestant succession, 
which we never for a single moment indicated 
that we had any intention of dispensing with. 

. We know sufficient of the opinion of those 
whose voices are powerful in this matter to 
know that outside the Bill which we are now 
passing there is no alternative of change, and 
that what you are doing by rejecting the Bill is 
to lay down that the old Declaration shal) 
remain in the same words such as it has been 
for more than two centuries past. I am sorry 
that it should be so, but do not let it be said 
that it is our doing that that Declaration is 
maintained. Ifthe Roman Catholics had willed 
it, if they had been consenting parties, if they 
had not been active opponents, I think there 
was a very fair chance of removing what I 
admit to be a stain upon the Statute-book.” 


Now, my Lords, those were the opinions 
of His Majesty's Government two years 
ago, and I do not think that in any 
degree or in any detail we have seen any 
reason to modify those opinions. They 
were not only the opinions of the 
Government; they were substantially 
also the opinions which were held by 
other Members of this House occupying 
very responsible positions. In the course 
of those debates the noble Earl (Lord 
Rosebery) said— 


‘But that does not prove that the test 
should not be applied and that the Declaration 
should not be made. On the contrary, I hold 
that the Declaration is one of great importance 
as being made at a solemn moment, at the 
moment cf accession and again renewed in 
another form at the moment of Coronation, 
and that therefore you cannot dispense with it. 
You cannot dispense with it for this reason. 
It is regarded by the great mass of the nation 
as a guarantee. You cannot get over that 
fact. You are not dealing entirely with exalted 
minds who see but little to bind in Declarations 
of this kind, but you are dealing with the 

reat mass of the nation, deeply imbued with 

rotestantism, deeply suspicious of any depar- 
ture from Protestantism, and determined, so 
far as it can, that in no essential particular, 
shall this Declaration be relaxed.” 


Ss 
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And I think that the last words that | 


were uttered in the debate two years ago 
were by Lord Spencer, who said— 


“‘T am convinced that the feeling in this 
country is so profound and so strong on the 
subject of the Protestant succession, and there 
are snch exaggerated views of what the old De- 
claration means, that it would be perfectly 
futile even for His Majesty’s Government, 
with all their strength, to have proposed a 
material alteration in that Declaration.” 


Now, my Lords, I maintain that in the 
face of these declarations, not only on 
the part of His Majesty’s Government 
but also on the part of responsible 
Statesmen on all sides of the House, it 
would be nothing less than trifling with 
the House to ask it, without substituting 
anything in the place of this Declaration, 
to sweep away a security to which such 
a degree of importance has been at- 
tributed by every responsible Member of 
the House who has spoken on the 
subject, and which, as I have said, is 
deeply valued by the great majority of 
the people of this nation. 


My Lords, we are asked to do away 
with this Declaration solely, as far as [| 
ean see, on the ground that it would be 
a graceful and conciliatory act to our 
Xoman Catholic fellow subjects. That 
is, I think, practically the only plea 
which has been put forward for sweeping 
away this Declaration. I cannot think 
it would be an act of conciliation to 
our Roman Catholic fellow subjects to 
provoke a controversy which every man 
in this House must know would be an 
acute and bitter controversy, through- 
out the length and breadth of this land, 
turning partly on_ historical, partly 
on constitutional, and to a large 
extent on theological questions. I cannot 
think that it is conciliation of our 
Roman Catholic fellow subjectsto provoke 
such a discussion and controversy. I do 
not know that I need say more except 
to point out, merely as an_ illustration 
of the care, or the want of care, with 
which the noble Earl has introduced this 
great and important question to the 
consideration of your Lordships, that 
under this Bill, as it stands, it would 
be perfectly possible for a Roman 
Catholic to hold the Crown for one or 
two or several years before his Coronation 
without being called upon to make any 
declaration whatever. 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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The noble Earl relies on two securities ; 


'in the first place on the Coronation Oath, 


but, as has been pointed out, there is no 
necessity that that oath should be taken 
within a very considerable period after 
the accession of the Sovereign. He relies 
also on the provisions of the Bill of 
Rights, which provides that anyone 
professing, or being reconciled to, the 
Church of Rome shall ipso facto cease to 
be Sovereign of these Realms. But the 
noble Earl does not explain how, in the 
absence of any declaration, it is to he 
ascertained whether the Sovereign hols 
Roman Catholic tenets or not. The 
uoble Earl has no doubt expressed his 
willingness to assent to certain Amend- 
ments which he thinks might be accepted 
by those who support this Bill. But I 
submit that it is for those who propose 
such a constitutional change, which woul: 
so deeply irritate the feelings of a vast 
number of the people of this country, 
to prepare a complete measure for the 
acceptance of Parliament, and not to 
ask us to assent to the Second Reading 
of a Bill which sweeps away a Declara 
tion on which many of us put the highest 
value without knowing in the least 
what it is proposed to put in its place. 
An appeal was made to me by the noble 
Viscount behind me that no pressure 
should be put by the Government upon 
its supporters in this matter. That is a 
suggestion to which, I regret to say, | 
am altogether unable to give my assent. 
I do not think the Government would 
be discharging the responsibility which 
rests upon them if they were to refrain 
from any means in their power to pre- 
vent a question of this kind being pre- 
sented for the consideration of the country 
in a manner which we believe would 
certainly not tend to its ultimate settle 
ment, but which would raise contro 
versies, especially in the present state of 
public opinion on these matters, which 
would lead to no consequences, excepting 
evil consequences, and to the greatest 
mischief in the country. 


THE EArt or ROSEBERY: My Lords, | 
do not propose to intervene for more than 
a few minutes between your Lordships 
and the division, the more especially as 
I think Ido not differ from anything 
which has fallen from the noble Duke 
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in the course of his weighty and elo- 
claims to go beyond that, if he claims to 


quent speech. Perhaps his hand fell 
rather heavily on my noble friend behind 
me for the want of notice he had given 
to your Lordships for the purpose of pre- 
paration for this debate. All I can say 
on that matter, not knowing the facts, 
is that I do not think the debate has 
justified the rebuke of the noble Duke, 
because since I have been in this House 
I have never heard a debate which more 
amply sustained its traditions, in the tone 
and eloquence with which this subject 
has been treated. The noble Duke has 
almost spared me the trouble of mak- 
ing any remarks on this occasion, because 
he read so lengthy an excerpt from 
a former speech of my own, that I felt I 
was almost discharged from further 
function in the matter. : 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Not 


too lengthy. 


THe EArt or ROSEBERY : It is very 
good of the noble Duke to sayso Iam 
glad he took so much pleasure in reading 
it. [take a very deep and serious interest 
in this matter; and, though I consider 
that this debate has reached a very high 
line of argument and tone, I cannot 
but feel that we are sensibly further 
back from a solution of this question 
than we weretwo years ago. And I am 
sorry to say that I lay that chiefly at 
the door of the noble Viscount, Lord 
Llandaff, whom we always hear with so 
much pleasure, and whom we hear 
much too seldom in this House. He 
said to-night that he did not mind the 
offensiveness and the language of 
this Declaration, what he really cared 
about was the Declaration itself. If that 
be the attitude of the Roman Catholic 
Peers in this House, all I can say is that 
they render any settlement of this 
question impossible. The object of this 
House has been already defined, I think, 
by the speeches quoted of the late Prime 
Minister, in which he stated that it 
was impossible, for reasons which he 
gave and for others which will occur 
to your Lordships, to do away with 
this Declaration; we desire only to 
remove from the Declaration all that is 


{25 JuNE 1903} 


unnecessary and offensive to our fellow- 


Christians who belong to another com- 
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munion. But if the noble Viscount 
remove al. declaration as being super- 
fluous, unnecessary, and offensive, I am 
sorry to say that I think we shall 


proceed no further in this matter. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF: All that I 
have contended for is that the Declara- 
tion should not contain specific con- 
demnation of specific doctrines. Let it 
assert the Protestant faith of the 
Sovereign as clearly and emphatically 
as the noble Earl may wish, but let it 
not go out of its way to condemn the 
faith of other people. 


THE EArt OF ROSEBERY : I confess 
I was misled by what the noble Viscount 
said about language. But how is the 
Protestant faith—which, as its name 
denotes, is a protest against certain 
portions of the doctrines of the Roman 
Church—how is that to be satisfactorily 
defined, and defined in a sense to 
which the great mass of the people 
of this country are stoutly attached, 
without some such repudiation as that 
which the noble Viscount disclaims ? 
That is the part of his speech which, I 
confess, disheartens me; for I believe, 
and I say it with regret, if it causes pain 
to him and those who agree with him, 
that no declaration can be made in the 
Protestant sense which does not contain 
some of that language of repudiation 
which he dislikes. I said that I agreed 
with all that fell from the noble Duke, 
but in one historical point, I confess, | 
was at variance with him. I think he 
gave too roseate an account of the trans- 
actions of the Government with regard to 
this matter two years ago. He said the 
Committee appointed by the Government 
had examined the Declaration and had 
made certain emendations in it. My 
information is that they did not examine 
the Declaration. I believe there is one 
witness behind me. TI hardly like to 
touch on the point in the absence of the 
noble and learned Earl on the Woolsack, 
with whom this matter was a_ very 
sensitive one, but I am inclined to think 
that there was no examination of the 
Declaration. The Committee’s proceedings 
were somewhat summary, more summary 
than those of the noble Earl behind me, 
for dealing with this great question. 

S 2 
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But let me say in a serious spirit 
that ifj you are to settle this question 
you must not embark on it again 
without some prospect of a settlement. 
I am very sorry that, whether 
for the reasons given by the noble 
Duke the Earl Marshal, or for others, 
the Roman Catholic Peers did not see 
fit to join in the deliberations of that 
Committee. I am still more sorry that, 
for reasons which have not been ex- 
plained, the Committee did not invite 
from the Roman Catholic Peers some 
expressions of their opinions as to what 
might be done with regard to salving 
their feelings in this matter. Still more 
am I sorry that no Member of the right 
rev. Bench was invited to form part of 
that Committee, whose deliberations cid 
seem to me to invite their co-operation 
in @ most eminent degree. For your 
Lordships’ Committee, in dealing with 
this subject, to sit for an hour, without 
the co-operation of the Roman Catholic 
peers, and without the co-operation of 
our own Bishops, is, it seems to me, to 
embark on an enterprise which is 
doomed to failure; for even with the 
best prognostics, even with every agree- 
ment which you can reach between 
these two great bodies, you still always 
have the House of Commons and the 
country to face in dealing with this 
matter. Therefore I hope that if the 
(iovernment, and | think it is only the 
Government that can deal with such a 
matter as this, once more takes this 
matter in hand it will not be without 
caretul consultation with and complete 
co-operation of both the Bishops and the 
Roman Catholic Peers. 


Lorp BRAYE: The present Declara- 
tion is no guarantee, even from a Pro- 
testant point of view, for a Protestant 
succession, because, although the Sove- 
reign might embrace the Catholic religion 
immediately after the Coronation, he 
would never be called on to make a fresh 
Declaration. 


Eart GREY: The noble Duke has 


thought fit to censure me for being guilty | 


{LORDS} 
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of a want of respect in the way in which 
I have brought this Bill before the atten- 
tion of the House. I have already ex- 
plained my position with reference to the 
notice which I gave to the House of this 
Bill. 1t isno new Bill. It was discussed 
fully two years ago. 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: Not 
this Bill. 


EarL GREY: The question is nota 
new one, and therefore I think that 1 am 
entitled to be exempted from the censure 
of the noble Duke in having brought for- 
ward the Bill after a week’s notice. 1 
also wish to clear myself from the imputa- 
tion that I have been lacking in 
respect to the noble and learned Lord 
who sits*on the Woolsack. I was anxious 
to meet the wishes of the Lord 
Chancellor, but I had already pledged 
myself to the Duke of Norfolk to bring 
forward the Bill this afternoon. The 
noble Duke had telegraphed to his friends 
telling them that the Bill would be taken 
to-day, and therefore I felt myself unable, 
much to my regret, to meet the request 
of the Lord Chancellor. I greatly regret 
that the noble Duke the Leader of the 
House has not seen his way to accede 
to the suggestion made by the most 
reverend the Primate, that this question 
cannot be left where it is. I had hoped 
that an assurance would be given that a 
new Committee would be appointed to 


inquire fully into the suggestion made: 


by the most reverend Primate, who 
himself seemed to be of opinion that it 
would be quite possible to draw up a 
declaration which would satisfy the 
Protestant sentiment of the country 
without selecting doctrines of the Roman 
Catholic faith for special repudiation by 
the Sovereign on his accession. The fact 
that such a suggestion was made from 
such a quarter is ample and complete 
justification of my action in having 
brought forward this Bill. 


On Question, their Lordships divided. 
Contents, 62, Not-Contents, 109. 
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ference of Colonial Premiers regarding 
the reservation of the coastal trade of 
the British Empire, and to the fact that 
British shipowners are subjected to 
unfair competition owing to the coastal 
trade of practically all the foreign 
maritime powers being reserved to their 
own ships ; and to move to resolve ‘ that 
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in the opinion of this House it is 
desirable that legislation on the terms 
of the recommendation of the Subsidies 
Committee and the Resolution adopted 
at the Conference of Colonial Premiers 
should be initiated by His Majesty’s 
Government,” said: My Lords, it is 
unnecessary for me to detain your Lord- 
ships at any great length in calling 
attention to the most important subject 
of the reservation of the coastal trade of 
the British Empire, especially when we 
have regard to the views which have 
been recently expounded by some of the 
leading members of His Majesty's 
Government in the way of the adoption 
of a system of preferential tariffs, which 
shall serve to still further consolidate 
the British Empire, and to draw closer 
the bonds of unity between the colonies 
andthe mother country. I feel there- 
fore that only a favourable answer can 
consistently be given to my advocacy of 
His Majesty's Government taking steps 
in reserving the great shipping trade, 
not only on our own coasts, but between 
this country and our colonies and vice 
versa, to British ships. 


I think your Lordships cannot but 
agree that it is a grave scandal that, for 
instance, foreign ships should actually be 
permitted, and //o trade in competition 
with British shipowners in the coastal 
trade between ports in the United 
Kingdom, and, to go farther afield, they 
may trade between this country and our 
own colonies at an advantage against 
British shipowners, owing to their not 
complying with what are called ‘“ restric- 
tions ” upon British shipowners—- praise 
worthy “restrictions” I call them—for 
the ensuring of safety of life at sea. No 
doubt your Lordships would like to have 
some information as to what is the 
attitude adopted by other maritime 
Powers in regard to their shipping trade, 
and I may say that amongst those who 
will permit none but their own ships to 
carry on trade on their own coasts, or 
between their own ports and their 
colonies, are Belgium, France, Russia, 
Italy, Portugal, Spain, Brazil, United 
States, Egypt and others. As an instance 
I may explain that up till quite recently 
a very large trade was done by British 
ships bringing grain cargoes from 
Russian ports in the Black Sea through 
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the Mediterranean and round through 
the Baltic to St. Petersburg and other 
North Russian ports, which, as your 
Lordships know, is a voyage of some con- 
siderable duration. Russia is now, how- 
ever, reserving to herself her coastal 
trade, and all this trade which has 
been carried on by British shipowners is 
lost tothem. At the same time a Russian 
vessel is perfectly free to trade between 
British ports, and under more advan- 
tageous conditions, as I have previously 
explained, than British ships. 


My handsare considerably strengthened 
by two recommendations which His 
Majesty’s Government cannot possibly 
ignore. One is that of the Subsidies 
Committee, which has recently concluded 
its deliberations. On referring to their 
Report I find it stated that :— 


‘‘This class of restriction appears to be orm 
the increase, so that the field for British trad- 
ing throughout the world is becoming gradually 
but surely circumscribed. The United States 
extend the doctrine so as to declare a voyage 
from New York round Cape Horn to San 
Francisco, or from San Francisco to Honolulu, 
to be a coasting voyage, and as such they 
restrict it to vessels carrying the United Statcs. 
flag. Similarly, France refuses to allow any 
but French vessels to trade between French 
ports and Algeria ; and Russia, in reserving its 
cuasting trade to its own flag, includes in this 
restriction the navigation between Russian 
ports in the Baltic and the Black Sea, and 
between all Russian ports and Vladivostock in 
the far east of Siberia. Such restrictions have 
seriously affected British trade.” 


This will be no cause of surprise to your 
Lordships. Sir Robert Giffen, a very 
high authority, estimated that there 
would be a gain of 9 per cent. in trade 
by British vessels, and he stated that 
this was a considerable advantage. He 
did not fear reprisals, for, as foreigners 
already reserved their coasting trade, 
they would have no cause of complaint. 
The Committee say that Sir Robert 
Giffen’s evidence as to the reservation of 
British Imperial coasting trade to British 
ships deserves very careful attention. 
The Committee desire specially to point 
out that as the coast-line of the British 
Empire is the greatest of any country in 
the world, Great Britain need have no 
serious fear of effective retaliation, even 
if most of them did not already do what 
is now suggested for Great Britain. The 
Committee think that the occasion has 
come when the question of the qualified 
reservation of British Imperial coasting 
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trade on the lines indicated should be 
considered by His Majesty’s Government 
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with a view to reserving the British and | 


colonial coastwise trades and the Im- 
perial coasting trade within the British 
Empire to British and colonial ships 
and vessels of those nations who throw 
open their coasting trade to British and 
colonial ships. The plain truths to which 
the Committee have drawn attention in 
thisdirection, and the very strongopinions 
they hold, make it imperative that your 
Lordships should not allow them to be 
relegated to the Parliamentary dust-heap 
where so many Blue-books bear testimony 
to futile labour and expense. I have the 
satisfaction of not only basing my 
remarks on this Motion upon the Report 
of the Subsidies Committee, but wpon 
one of the most important Resolutions 
passed by the Conference of Colonial 
Premiers held in this country last year, 
which is destined to bring about a 
revolution of the principles upon which 
British trade has been carried on for 
many years. The question of preferential 
tariffs, which was also the subject of a 
Resolution by the Conference, is one in 
which His Majesty’s Government are 
already moving, but, of course, this, as 
I understand His Majesty's Government 
to say, will require very deep thought 
and consideration to arrive at some 
practicable and workable scheme if the 
same appears advisable. Not so with 
the reservation of the coastal trade, for 
this has been thoroughly gone into by 
the Subsidies Committee, and valuable 
statistics are immediately at hand ; there- 
fore, so far as I can see, there is really 
no difficulty in the way of His Majesty’s 
Government at once taking steps to 
carry out in practice the recommenda- 
tions of the Subsidies Committee and 
the resolution of the Colonial Premiers, 
which is as follows— 

‘That it is desirable that the attention of 
the Governments of the colonies and the 
United Kingdom should be called to the 
resent state of the navigation laws in the 
mpire, and in other countries, and to 
the advisability of refusing the privileges 
of coastwise trade, including trade be- 
tween the mother country and its colonies 
and posse-sions and between one colony 
or possession and another, to countries in 
which the corresponding trade is confined to 
ships of their own nationality, and also 
to the laws affecting shipping, with a 
view of seeing whether any other steps should 
be taken to promote Imperial trade in British 
vessels.” 


As the noble Marquess the Secretary of | 
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State for Foreign Affairs has told your 
Lordships— 

‘‘Those distinguished colonial statesmen 

came here on purposes of business, and it is 
impossible having these Resolutions before us 
lightly to brush them on one side.” 
They, my Lords, evidently recognise 
the supreme importance of cohesion and 
the consolidation of the interests of the 
Empire. What can be more important 
than our shipping industry and the main- 
tenance of our sea commerce? It is of 
the most vital interest to our Empire ; it 
is the industry which has principally con- 
tributed to make the English power what 
it is; it is what binds the mother country 
to our colonies and possessions abroad, 
and the decline of this industry would 
inevitably lead to the decline of the 
Empire. 

I take it that the first duty of the 
Royal Navy is the protection of the 
commerce of Great Britain. Rightly 
this Navy of which we are so proud is 
being augmented and kept in a high state 
of efficiency, but it is an extraordinary 
thing that practically nothing is done by 
the Government to keep up the efficiency 
and prosperity of the Mercantile Marine, 
which necessarily is our first reserve. 
The principal reason for maintaining such 
a large fleet of war vessels being the pro- 
tection of our British merchant shipping, 
it seems to be a most serious neglect on 
the part of successive Governments of 
this country that no consideration should 
be extended to an industry which is the 
mainstay of the nation, but rather that 
every encouragement is extended to 
foreign vessels to compete against our 
own. And now, my Lords, I earnestly 
trust that you will support me in urging 
His Majesty’s Government to take the 
necessary steps in carrying out a reform 
which will be of the greatest encourage- 
ment and assistance to British shipowners 
in the severe competition with which 
they now meet, and which is getting 
keener and keener as time goes on. In 
encouraging British shipowners you 
are also fortifying and nursing our 
splendid merchant service which performs 
a national duty, and which in reality is 
the very life-blood of our Empire. I will, 
in conclusion, read to your Lordships a 
letter I received two or three days ayo 
which shows the existence of a very 
startling state of affairs :— 


“T have been an officer in the mercan! ile 
service, and at present I am a Port Sanitary 
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Inspector on the River Thames. Like myself, 
the majority of my colleagues have in their 
time had command both in steam and sail. 
Each man of us, in the pursuit of our calling, 
inspect, on an average, about 3,000 ships per 
annum ; it will thus be seen that for practical 
experience of the service ashore and afloat, in 
no other Port in the Kingdom can the same 
practical information on this phase of the 
question be had. I am not going to give my 
opinion on the matter, but I will try to put 
before you the unanimous opinion of my 
brother inspectors, all old shipmasters, all 
sanitary inspectors. 


The first thing that we have noticed is that of 
late years nearly all the old clipper ships have 
been sold ; a few only are left and the best school 
for training the young seamen is now a limited 
one. Most of these old iron ships are yet run- 
ning with reduced crews under foreign flags— 
German and Norwegian, for the most part. The 
percentage of foreign bottoms using the port is 
increasing by leaps and bounds, one reason of 
this being that, within the last twenty years, 
factory after factory has had to shut up owing 
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to being ruined by foreign competition—glass 
works, chinaware, hardware, bottle-making, | 
toy- making, pianos, musical instruments, | 
eabinet- making, seed -crushirg, and many 
others. One of the last down here in East | 
London to collapse . . . , held out bravely, | 
but they had to give in, and 1,600 men were | 
thrown out of employment, and over £2,000 in | 
wages lost to the district weekly. 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


“The reason that the loss of an industry 
down here means an increase in foreign ships 
using the port is that as soon as the foreigner 
has firmly started on a firm basis the trade we 
have lost, he always sends the goods by one of 
his own, or his own country’s ships, because it is 
probably cheaper, and it is patriotic at the 
same time. So you see loss of manufactures 
means in the end loss of transport. If the 
foreigner can export in his own bottoms, and | 
make it pay, so could we if we had protection. | 
We do not know what is going on in Liverpool, 
but of recent years the number of foreign 
ships trading on our coast without a break is 
on the increase, and, so far as London is con- 
cerned, we have foreign ships, mostly German 
and Norwegian, all the year round carrying 
coal from Newcastle, stones from the Channel 
Islands, coal from South Wales, clay from 
Poole, grit from Brideport, stone from Port- 
land, and only the other day a small German 
schooner brought up to London a cargo of 
cement from Rochester—free trade with a 
vengeance. Although Iam unable to say what 
good this state of affairs is to the country, I 
ean tell what the harm is. Thousands of 
a sterling per week for freight are 
eaving the country that might remain here, 
and thousands of our seamen are out of work, 
many in despair have become casual labourers, 
or joined the ranks of the chronic unemployed. 

“ Again, of late years, a large percentage of 
foreigners, mostly German, Norwegian, and 
Italian, have taken to trade entirely between 
London and our own colonies. They never go in 
any other trade ; they load here of set purpose, 
because it pays them best. The obliging 
foreigner, not conteat with doing our own 
coasting trade, is thus gradually cutting into 
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our own colonial trade, and, as a matter of 
fact, any day a half dozen of these foreign 
ships, with not a single Britisher on board, 
may be seen loading in the South-West India 
Dock for the colonies. This state of affairs is 
gradually getting worse and worse all the 
time; the number of foreign boarding houses 
for foreigners is on the increase, the 
home people are being frozen out altogether, 
and bands of raw young German seamen are 
brought over here and touted and foisted upon 
any one that will have them. I constantly 
meet these young men on our own coasters, 
and of course the supposition is that before 
they get there a certain amount of blood- 
money changes hands. Not only is the Eng- 
lish A.B. being ousted, but many Britisn 
ships carry no English officers, save perhaps 
the Master. Indeed, only last week the ‘ Loch 
Broom’ came over from the Continent without 
a single British officer, and what officers there 
were had no eertilicates. This is constantly 
recurring. The Board of Trade Regu'atious 
are a mere farce—something like the Regu- 
lations to Board of Trade Surveyors re crew 
quarters, never by any means carried out unless 
by accident. 


‘If this weakening of the service continues, 
in time it will mean that there will soon be a 
weakening of the Royal Naval Reserve ; 
apart from that, in time of war the ships will 
require coal and stores and other transport. 
I take it this is a most important point. Of 
course, if the aliens who now man nearly half 
the mereantile navy will do the fighting, 
repair the wastage in the Navy, and do the 
transport and feed the people of England at 
the same time, then no more need b= said ; 
but Sir, the sea is our birthright for us and 
our boys, and if you can do anything to keep 
us from being ousted from our own ships and 
from our own trade with our brethren acro-s 
the sea, you will have earned the gratitude of 
all Britisi: seamen.” 


[ have taken the trouble to inquire 


| whether the facts stated in this letter 


are true, and I find that they are. 
Surely, therefore, it cannot be denied 
that they indicate a serious state of 
affairs which cannot be allowed to 
continue. 


Moved to resolve, That in the opinion 
of this House it is desirable that legis- 
lation on the terms of the recommen- 
dation of the Subsidies Committee and 
the resolution adopted at the Conference 
of Colonial Premiers should be initiated 
by His Majesty’s Government.—(Lord/ 
Muskervry.) 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, as 
I understand the matter, it is not so 
much the coasting trade, in the narrower 
sense of the term, of the United King- 
dom, and of the various colonies and 
dependencies, as the trade between the 
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different parts of the Empire that has to 
be borne in mind. The total tonnage 


in the trade between different parts of 


the United Kingdom and the various 
colonies and possessions, and between 
the colonies and possessions (counting 
the Australian States as separate colonies, 
but not including any of the colonial 


36,814,000 tons, of which 32,310,000 
tons are British and 4,504,000 foreign. 
Thus the percentage of British is 88 
and of foreign 12. So far as the United 
Kingdom alone is concerned, 94 per 
cent. of the tonnage engaged in the 
coasting trade appears to be British. 
Such colonial figures as are available 
show a proportion of 96 per cent. 
sritish and 4 foreign. Of these small 
percentages of British coasting trade 
and trade between different parts of 
the Empire only a_ small fraction 
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would be affected by the Resolution of | 


Colonial Premiers, or the recommendation 
of the Committee. It should be borne in 
mind that, although France reserves the 
trade between the Atlantic and Mediter- 


ranean seaboards, and also the trade | 


between France and Algeria, the carrying 
trade between France and her oversea 
colonies is open to foreign vessels on 
equal terms with French vessels. Also 
that, with certain relatively unimportant 
exceptions, five out of the seven principal 
foreign countries with oversea possessions 
—France, Germany, Holland, Denmark, 
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regard to the Report of the Subsidies 


Regulation. 


| Committee generally, I may say that the 
of vessels entered and cleared annually | 


President of the Board of Trade was 


recently asked in the House of Commons 
the British Empire — that is between | 


how far the legislation applying at 
present to British shipping trading to 
ports in the United Kindom could be 
extended to vessels belonging to foreign 
owners, and in reply Mr. Gerald Balfour 


; ; al suggested that the most convenient 
coasting trade strictly so called) — is | 


course would be for a Member of the 
House of Commons to introduce a Bill 
embodying the views of the shipowners, 
and that the Government would be 
prepared to give favourable consideration 
to such a Bill on the understanding 
that, if read asecond time, it should go 
to a Select Committee. I conclude that 
the noble Duke would adopt a_ similar 
course in the event of a Bill being in- 
troduced in this House. I trust that 
my noble friend will not press his 
Motion. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: May I take it 
that the question will not be ‘ost sight 
of by the Government ? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): As this important 


‘question is connected with the larger 


and Portugal—throw open the carrying | 
drawn. 


trade between the mother country and 
those possessions; but in the case of 
Germany the preference she gives by 
subsidies must be taken into account. 
Russia and the United States alone 


reserve the whole or the greater part of | 


their trade between their distant coasts 
and with oversea possessions to national | 
ships. Therefore the question, as limited 
by the Resolution of the Colonial Premiers, 
practically affects Russia and the United 
States alone, and the immediate conse- 
quence of giving effect to the Resolution 
would consequently be small. But the 
principle involved is important, and is so 
closely connected with the question 
of Fiscal Policy now under pall” ane 
that the Government must decline to 
make any separate pronouncement 
upon it at the present time. With, 


question of the Fiscal Policy which the 
Government has now before it, the 
noble Lord may take it that neither one 
nor the other will be lost sight of. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 


MOTOR TRAFFIC REGULATION, 
THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : I beg 
to ask His Majesty’s Government when 
it is proposed to introduce the Bill deal- 
ing with the regulation of motor traffic. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour of BuRLEIGH): I regret 
the delay that has taken place. It has 
been inevitable. I am now able to 
assure the noble Earl that it is the in- 


tention of the Government to proceed 


with the Bill and to express the hope, | 
think well-founded, that I may be able 
te present it in the course of next week, 

House adjourned at Eight o’clock, 


till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 25th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Ciock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the | 


House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Jhairman of Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
B USI NE SS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITS#). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating 

in the Lords, and referred on the 

First Reading thereof, the Standing 

Orders not previously inquired into, and 

which are applicable thereto, have been 

complied with, viz.: Poole and District 

Electric Traction Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRiVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR AD- 
DITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners ot 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for additional Pro- 
vision (No. 2) in the following Bill the 
Standing Orders have been complied 
with, viz.: Castleblaney, Keady, and 
Armagh Railway (Extension of Time) 
Bill. 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee on the Bill that they 
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|Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill; Pier and Harbour Pro- 
| visional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Pier and 
| Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 6)}Bill. 
| Read the third time and passed. 


| North British Railway (General 
Powers) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
Considered ; to be read the third time 
upon Monday next. 


Barnsley Corporation (Water) Bill. 
Order [2nd March] that the Bill be com- 
mitted, read, and discharged. _ Bill with- 
drawn.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Gateshead Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Strabane and Letterkenny Railway 
Bill. Reported with Amendments; 
Repo t to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petition from Beverley, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 
LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 


Petition from Sleaford, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petition from Sleaford, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


| LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Petition from Falkirk, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


have power to make provision therein | 


accordingly. 


Scottish-American Mortgage Company, 


Limited, Bil! [Lords] (by Order). Read 


a second time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 


(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Barming, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION BILL. 


Petition of the Prudential Assurance 
Company, Limited, against (praying to 
‘be heard by Counsel); referred to the 
Select Committee on the Bill. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (COMMISSION ON DYSENTERY). 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mission on the nature, pathology, causa- 
tion, and prevention of Dysentery, and 
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/incurred by the Commissioners of Works. 
| under any Act of the present Session for 
| the acquisition of land for the further 
| extension of the Patent Office, and for 
| purposes connected therewith (King’s. 


| Recommendation signified), to-morrow. — 
| (Mr. Elliot.) 


its relationship to Enteric Fever, ap-| 
pointed by the Secretary of State for) HOUSE OF COMMONS (VENTILATION). 


War, August, 1900 [by Command]; to | 


upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade on applications made 
during 1902 under The Railway Com- 
panies’ Powers Act, 1864, and of the 
Proceedings of the Board of Trade with 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 223.] 
RAILWAYS 

TIES ACT, 1864. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade on an Application made 
during the year 1902 under the Act, and 
of the Proceedings of the Board of 
Trade with respect thereto [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No, 224.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 TO 
1890 (PROCEEDINGS). — 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Applica- 
tions to and Proceedings of the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 to 1890, during the past year [by 


Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 225.] 
Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (OFFICE OF LAND 
REVENUE RECORDS AND ENROL- 
MENTS). 

Copy of Schedule containing a List 
and Particulars of Classes of Documents 
from the Office of Land Revenue Records 
and Enrolments which are now in the 


Public Record Office, but are not con- | 


sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein [by Act]. 


PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION 
[EXPENSES]. 
Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all Expenses 


CONSTRUCTION FACILI. | 


Ordered, that the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Select Committee ap- 
| pointed in the last Session of Parliament 
_to inquire into the ventilation of the 
House be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on House of Commons (Ventila- 
tion), and be printed.—(Sir Alexander 


| Acland-Hood.) 
respect thereto [by Act] ; to lie upon the | 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Indian Native States—Administrative 
Control. 

Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, S8.W.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he can state how many of the Native 
States of India, the territory of which 
exceeds 100 square miles, are or were up 
to the end of last year under the adminis- 
trative control of political agents on 
account of the infancy or incapacity of 
the chiefs of such States ; and what has 
been the increase in their number during 
the last five years. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The materials at my disposal 
do not enable me to give the information 
asked for by my hon. friend. I will 
request the Government of India to 
furnish lists showing the number of States 
in question, now as compared with five 
years ago. 


Position of Naval Schoolmasters. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 


_ whether the Lords of the Admiralty have 
_arrived at any conclusion with regard to 
‘the position, pay, and pension of naval 


schoolmasters, principal or assistant, or 


| both ; and if he can announce the prospect 
/of an improvement for members of this 
| branch of the service. 

i 
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(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) As | 
I informed the hon. Member for Ports- 
mouth on the 11th March? naval school- 
masters, as chief petty officers, participate | 
in the benefits of the improved scale of 
pension recently granted to chief petty 
officer ratings. As regards the questions 
of position and pay I am unable at present 
to add anything to my replies to the hon. 
Member’s Questions of the 231d March 
and the 2nd April.} 


Questions. 


New Ordnance Maps. 


Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the hon. Member for North Hunts, 
as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, whether “he is 
aware that on the new issue of the inch 
Ordnance maps the old boundaries of 
parishes and baronies are omitted, and 
the boundaries of urban and rural districts 
have not been put on; and whether, 
seeing that the omission of those bound- 
aries renders those maps almost useless 
for the purposes of local authorities in 
Ireland, he will take steps to have the 
boundaries of the new rural and urban 
district councils and county electoral 
divisions marked in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
boundaries of parishes and baronies were 
omitted from the new issue of the one- 
inch Ordnance Survey map in order to 
avoid confusion with other and more 
important details, but, on the other hand, 
a special edition of the map is now issued 
for the local government purposes, on 
which the boundaries of rural and urban 
districts, and also those of counties, 
district electoral divisions, and county 
boroughs are shown in red. I shall be 
glad to send a specimen sheet to the hon. 
Member. Any question which may arise 
as to the old boundaries of parishes and 
baronies could always be settled on 
reference to the copies of maps of the old 
edition which are retained by the 
Ordnance Survey. 


Education Act, 1902, Section 23 (4)—-Issue 
of Regulations. 

Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 

Clitheroe): To ask the President of the 

Local Government Board, when the 





+ See (4) Debates, exix., 375. 


t See (4) Debates, exix., 1442, and exx., 899. 
| 
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Questions. 


Local Government Board will issue the 
regulation required by Section 23 (4) 
of the Education Act, 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


'regulations have been prepared and | 


have been in communication with the 
Board of Education respecting them. I 
think it may be desirable that some 
representatives of the local authorities 
concerned should see the regulations 
before they are finally settled, but I 
hope they may be issued shortly. 


Condition of the Royal Canal, Ireland. 


Mr. KENNEDY: To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that, in September 1894, Major- 
General C. S. Hutchinson, R.E., reported 
on the condition of the Royal Canal, 
Ireland, and corroborated the complaints 
of the boat-owners and traders which led 
to that inquiry ; and whether, seeing 
that similar complaints are now made, 
he will direct an official inspection of 
the Royal Canal, to investigate those 
complaints, and to report whether the 
recommendations contained in Major 
Hutchinson’s Report have been carried 
into effect. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Yes, 
Sir, it is the case that in 1894 General 
Hutchinson reported on the condition 
of this canal to the effect stated. In 
the following year a turther inspection 
was made by the late Sir Francis 
Marindin, who also reported to a similar 
effect. Inspections have since been 
made by the Irish Board of Works. The 
Board of Trade have received no recent 
complaints of the condition of the canal, 
but if such complaints were addressed to 
the Department the Board would be 
prepared to consult with the Irish Office 
on the question of a further inspection. 


Discharge of British Seamen at 
Continental Ports. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTON (Sus- 
sex, Horsham): To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he can now see his 
way to act upon the Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
him, as President of the Board of Trade 


in 1896, to consider the question of the 


engagement, and discharge of British 
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seamen at Continental ports within the 
home trade limits, by adopting their 
recommendation that fees charged for 
remittances under the money order and 
transmission system: should be abolished. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The ad- 
visability of acting on the recommenda- 
tion alluded to by the hon. Member has 
been more than once considered. Hav- 
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(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) In 
answer to the first part of the Question, 
the dates for the completion of the 
contracts for the fabrics of the respec- 
tive buildings are as follows:—New War 
Office 26th June, 1906; New Public 
Offices in Parliament Street, lst June, 
1907 ; Royal College of Science, 1st 
June, 1905; Victoria and Albert Museum, 
23rd February, 1907; Admiralty (Block 


Questions. 





ing regard to the results that might be | III.) (say) 30th June, 1906. (Contract 
expected if it were adopted, and also to| about to be made for superstructure ) 
the fact that the larger part of the ex-| With regard to the second query, I have 
pemses in connection with remittances | to say that such progress is being made 
is already met out of the Votes, Ido not with the above works as to justify an 
feel justificd in incurring the extra ex- | assumption'that they will be completed by 
penditure that would be occasioned. | the specified dates. In some cases it is 
| possible that the fittings will not all be 

Raffles at Church Bazaars. | finished, but every effort will be made 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the | avoid delay. 


Lord Advocate whether, in view of the | Gregitors of Persons confined in Lunatic 
fact that on 6th February last a sub- | ylums. 
scription sale and prize drawing at) Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) ; 
Perth, in aid of a minister and widow | To ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
women respectively, was suppressed, he | whether, in view of the fact that Edmund 
will state on what grounds rafiling and | B. Lester, a lunatic confined in the County 
prize drawings were permitted in con- Antrim Asylum at Belfast under an order 
nection with Wallacetown Parish Church, | of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, and 
Dundee, on the 20th and 21st March | who formerly carried on business as a 
last. | grocer in Belfast, has creditors to the 
extent of £350, while there are funds 
(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) | standing to the credit of the lunacy 
The hon. Member's information is not| master amounting to £373 Ils. 3d, 
quite accurate. There was a prize|as appears by the certificate of the 
drawing in aid of a widow in Perth to Accountant-General, out of which and the 
which, presumably, the hon. Member | income thereof the sum of £26 is paid by 
refers, which, in the special circum-| the Registrar in Lunacy to the asylum 
stances, was not suppressed. The lottery | authorities for the maintenance of said 
in aid of the minister referred to was for | lunatic, and that the Registrar in Lunacy 
the purpose of raising money to enable | has refused to apply this sum, or any part 
him to carry on a litigation against his | thereof, in liquidation of the debts dug to 
colleague. It was accordingly in an the several creditors of the lunatic, he will 
entirely different category from the | explain why this person is not maintained 
prize drawings in Dundee, which were | 1” said asylum out of the rates as an 
tor a purely charitable object. | ordinary pauper lunatic would be. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) No ap- 
| plication has been made to the Lord 
| Chancellor regarding debts, and so long 


Completion of Public Buildings in London. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 





Rusheliffe): To ask the hon. Member 
for North Derbyshire, as representing 
the First Commissioner of Works, what 
are the dates fixed by contract for the 
completion of the various public build- 
ings in Whitehall, Parliament Street, 
and South Kensington; and is such 
progress being made with the respective 
contracts as to ensure their readiness for 
the public service by the specified dates 


| as there are funds in Court the mainten- 
ance of the lunatic is the first charge on 
them. It is not the province of the 
Registrar in Lunacy to make orders 
regarding the application of funds in Court. 


Telegraph Operators —--Maximum Salary. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
\ filed): To ask the Postmaster-General 
| whether, in view of the fact that for a 
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number of years after the issue of 
‘the Fawcett Revision the Civil Service 
‘Commissioners issued a paper to entrants 
to the telegraph service promising them 
a prospect of £190 per annum, he will 
state whether the maximum salary attain- 
able by an operator of the general body in 
London is now only £160 per annum. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Entrants into the class of telegraphists 
in London, which is the only class re- 
ferred to in the notice in question, have 
still, as they always had, the prospect of 
attaining to a salary of £190 a year, if 
they obtain promotion to the class of 
overseers and senior telegraphists. The 
scale of pay of that class is £160, increas- 
ing by increments of £8 to £190; and 
promotion to it depends, as it always has 
done, on the occurrence of vacancies. The 
maximum salary attainable on the class 
of telegraphists is £160 a year, as it was 
prior to the Tweedmouth Revision, the 
Tweedmouth Committee having expressed 
the opinion that that salary offered ade- 
quate remuneration for the work to be 
performed. 


26th June as a Public Holiday. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General, if 
the 26th June is to be treated in all 
respects as a bank holiday throughout 
the United Kingdom; and will the em- 
ployees of his Department be paid 
specially for all time worked on that 
day. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The answer to both parts of the hon. 
Member’s Question is in the negative. 


Telegraph Department—Concessions to 
Operators and the Public. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Postmaster General, whether 
he will state the amount of money ex- 
pended each year since and including 
1897 upon concessions given to operat- 
ing telegraphists during that period ; and 
whether he will also state the value of 
concessions given to the public at the 
cost of the Telegraph Department dur- 
ing the same period. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
It would not be possible to furnish such 
a statement except at a cost which, 
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having regard to the result produced, I 
should not be justified in incurring. 


Elementary Education—Pupil Teachers. 


Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether he is aware 
that boys and girls of twelve holding 
labour certificates, but not technically 
recognised either by the Board of Edu- 
cation or His Majesty’s Inspector, are 
employed as teachers in public element- 
ary schools ; and, if so, whether he will 
consider the advisability of so modifying 
the Provisional Code, 1903, as to prevent 
such young persons being employed as 
teachers, except under the provisions of 
Article 33, and as probationers approved 
by the inspector. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
boys and girls referred to are generally 
employed as temporary monitors. In 
some cases, more especially in small rural 
schools, they are employed as permanent 
monitors. The Inspector will be in- 
structed to discourage this latter arrange- 
ment ; the desired effect will be produced 
without any specific instruction in the 
Code, 


Disturbance at Broadway Presbyterian 
Church, Belfast. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
an attack made on Broadway Presby- 
terian Church, Belfast, on the 19th 
instant ; and whether, in view of the 
stone-throwing that existed, can he say 
how many arrests were made. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 am 
informed that seven panes of glass were 
broken in the church on the occasion 
referred to. No arrests were made ; but 
the police are pursuing their inquiries 
with a view to the identification of the 
offenders. . 


Price of Bread in Europe and America. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will collect from 
His Majesty’s representatives abroad a 
statement of the present price of bread 
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in the capitals and chief cities of Europe 
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and America as rig oe with that |ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 


now prevailing in the 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 


answer is in the atlirmative. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





Rifle Practice. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for. 


War whether, in view of the value of 
shooting from the saddle displayed on 


nited Kingdom. | bridge): The 


arrangements for the 
acquisition of land at Rosyth referred 
|to in the first paragraph of the hon. 
| Member’s Question are not yet finally 
‘completed, and the particulars asked 
for in the second paragraph cannot 
‘therefore yet be furnished. In reply 
to the third paragraph, it is hoped to 
introduce the Naval Works Bill at an 
early date. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) asked as 
to the possibility of enlarging the exist- 
ing Forth and Clyde canal. 


various occasions during the Jate war, | 


he can see his way to take steps to 
encourage its practice. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELLiot, Durham, 
for Mr. Broprick) : The question will be 
carefully considered in ccnuection with 
the regulations for the training of 
mounted troops which are now under 
revision. 


Trade Disputes. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil) : I beg to ask the First Lord 
ot the Treasury, out of which Vote the 
expenses of the Royal Commission on 
Trade Disputes will be paid ; and 
whether it is intended to give the House 
an early opportunity of discussing the 
composition of, and terms of reference 
to, the Commission. 


Mr. ELLIOT: The expenses this 
year of the Trade Disputes Commis- 
sion will be charged to Sub-head K. 
of the Temporary Commissions Vote, 
“Commissions not specifically provided 
for.’ The Vote has already been under 
discussion this session and is on the 
Paper for to-night. 


New Naval Base. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the arrangements for acquisi- 
tion of land for the new Naval base at 
St. Margaret's Hope are completed; 
whether he can now state the extent of 
land acquired, and the rental and cost 
thereof ; and when he expects to intro- 
duce the Naval Works Bill. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: That 
arises out of the Question. 


hardly 


Keyham Dockyard—Wages. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that several men 
employed as unskilled workmen in the 
Engineer Students College at Keyham 
are in receipt of wages ofless than 16s. 
per week as against the minimum of 
20s. per week; and can he explain why 
they are not paid on the latter scale. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, sir; the 
attention of the Board has recently been 
ealled to the fact that there are un 
skilled labourers employed at the Royal 
Naval Engineering College ona lower 
scale of pay than that in force in the 
dockyards, and steps are being taken 
with a view to the removal of this 
anomaly. 


Moorings in Queenstown Harbour. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether he will explain why, upon 
the yacht “Bona” (which _ recently 
arrived at Queenstown to sail for the 
King’s Cup) proceeding to take up her 
moorings at one of the Admiralty buoys. 
a message was at once despatched from 
the Guardship ordering her off, in view 
of the fact that there are at present 
some ten vacant Admiralty buoys in 
Cork Harbour; and whether he will 
give the matter his consideration, and 
take steps to afford the yacht “ Bona, ’ 


and the other competing yachts visiting 
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Queenstown, the facilities which are 
granted under similar circumstances in 
all home waters. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The yacht “ Bona ” 
atrived at Queenstown without her 
owner, and probably through ignorance 
of the Admiralty Regulations on the 
subject, which are the same for Queens- 
town as for other Dockyard ports, she 
took a sprcial buoy which is not avail- 
able for private ‘vessels except with 
written permission. The ‘“ Bona” 
subsequently given another buoy, and | 
there is no ground for the suggestion 
that the facilities granted to yachts at 


other Dockyard ports are being with- | 


held at Queenstown. 
CapTtain DONELAN : 
won the King’s Cup yesterday ? 


| No answer was returned. | 


Education of Coastguard Children. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, $.): I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Admiralty whether | 


Kilnaughtin National School, Tarbet, 
County Kerry, is entitled to an annual 
gr antfrom the Admiralty, owing to scholars 
being principally the children of coast- 
guards ; and, if so, can he state when, 
and to w hom, the amount is paid. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No Report appears | 
to have been received as to the attend- 
ance of coastguard children at this par- 
ticular school, and therefore the school | 
has not hitherto been considered for a | 
grant from the Admiralty. 


Australia. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
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Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that this yacht | 
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I have not-yet received any further com- 
munication from the Government of 
South Australia on this subject. 


Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
put the Question down again this day 
fortnight. 





Mail Service to and from Australia. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, with a view to re- 
moving the friction which has arisen 
| between the Governments of this country 
| and Australia, and which has led to a 
|rupture of postal relations, he will sug- 
gest to the parties concerned that in 
‘future the owners of vessels carrying the 
/mails should be required to pay the same 
rates of wages to coolies and other 
coloured seamen as would be paid to 
| white men engaged in doing the same 
| class of work. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
|Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): No, Sir, I am 
| not prepared to make such a suggestion. 


Malta. 

*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, §.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state how many 
of the elected members of the Council in 
| Malta were returned at the last election 

in opposition to the retention of the 

| Italian language ; and whether an oppor- 
| tunity will be given to the people of 
| Malta of testing the question at a general 

election before the suspension of the 
| constitution takes place. 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): No opposition 
| was offered to the return of any of the 
| elected members at the last election. I 


E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | believe they are all in favour of the 
for the Colonies whether the South | compulsory use of the Italian language, 
Australian Government have agreed to | and opposed to the free choice given by 


the view stated in his recent dispatch, 
that on matters relating to foreign 
Governments His Majesty’s Government 
should deal with the Government of the | 
Commonwealth, and not with the State | 
Governments. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E., for Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): I beg to 
read my hon. friend’s answer as follows— 


| the present system. In my opinion, the 
views of the people on this question are 
much better shown by their individual 
replies to the question which is put to 
| every parent, than by elections, in which 
only a small minority have votes, and 
very few of this minority ever exercise 
their privilege. 


Mr. BOLAND: Is the right hon. 





Gentleman aware that the Council was 
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adjourned last week and that this 
question might therefore be submitted 
to a general election ; and, further, may 
I ask whether it is customary to suspend 
the Constitution of a colony, without 
allowing this House the opportunity of 
discussing the matter. 





Questions, 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Cancer in India. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Government of India 
have yet arranged to have cases of cancer 
recorded separately in dispensary and 
hospital Returns ; and, if not, will he say 
when a decision on the subject is likely 
to be arrived at. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gzorce HAMILTON, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The form of these Returns 
is still under revision, but it is probable 
that cases of cancer will be shown 
separately. 


Motor-Cars for the Highlands. 


Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the difficulty 
experienced in securing the construction 
of light railways in the Highland croft- 
ing counties, and the success attending 
the use of motor-cars for the conveyance 
ot His Majesty’s mails, will he have some 
inquiry made respecting weight-carrying 
motor-cars, with a view to the placing of 
a motor-car on the road between Carlo- 
way and Stornoway, and between Ulla- 
pool and Garve, for the purpose of 
assisting the fishing and other industries, 
as authorised under Section 4, Sub- 
section (e), of The Congested Districts 
(Scotland) Act, 1897. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr,Dickson, Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): Any applications from 
the localities interested in the sense sug- 
gested by the hon. Member will receive 
careful investigation, but the suggestion 
is not a new one, and from the discussion 
which has already taken place in regard 
to it, the Secretary for Scotland does not 
expect it to find favour in the locality. 


{25 JUNE 1903} 





Russia and China. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
has any knowledge of an agreement 
come to between Russia and China in 
reference to Manchuria and Niughwang ; 
and if he isin a position to state what 
the terms of the agreement are. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord CraAn- 
BORNE, Rochester): As far as His 
Majesty’s Government are aware, no 
agreement has yet been come to between 
Russia and China with reference to 
Manchuria or Niuchwang; but some 
days ago His Majesty’s Chargé d’ Affuires 
at Peking was informed by the Chinese 
Government that an arrangement was 
being negotiated which would preserve 
Manchuria for China without loss of 
sovereign rights. He was also given 
assurances as to the Treaty rights of 
other Powers being respected. 


North Sea Fisheries. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, in view of the proposals 
contained in the Report of the 
International Conference on Scientific 
investigations in the North Sea, will the 
question of securing communication with 
the Faroe Islands and Iceland by wireless 
telegraphy be considered. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The point raised 
by the hon. Gentleman’s Question enters 
into a larger question of the use of wireless 
telegraphy, as to which no decision has 
been taken. The hon. Gentleman’s sug- 
gestion will no doubt be considered. 


Irish Historical MSS. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he can state when the 
Manuscripts of the Irish Franciscans 
will be published by the Historicé| 
Manuscripts Commission. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I have been in com- 
munication with the Historical Manu- 
scripts Commission and learn that the 
Transcript will be completed, it is hoped, 
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by Ist December at furthest, and 
that every effort will be made to press 
forward its publication. 


Claremorris Union Valuation. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 


if he has received a copy of the]. 


Return of Area, Valuation, etc., of 
Claremorris Union ; and if he will now 
be willing to give a Return on the same 
lines for every union in Connaught. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.); The hon. Member has sent 
me a copy of the Return referred to. 
The information in that Return was, it 
appears, procured locally by the board 
of guardians. There are no materials 
available, and no official sources of in- 
formation at the disposal of Govern- 
ment, that would enable it to verify 
this Return; and for the reasons 
already explained by me to the hon. 
Member the Government is unable to 
consent to it. 


In reply to a further question | Mr. 
ATKINSON pointed out that the informa- 
tion could be obtained from the board 
of guardians, but as the Local Govern- 
ment Board had no means of checking 
its accuracy they could not give it its 
imprimatur. 


Irishi Prisons. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8S.) : 
{ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland for the 
names of His Majesty’s prisons in Ire- 
land where the floors of the cells are 
stil flagged ; and whether, if there are 
any prisons where this condition of 
things exists, he will advise the General 
Prisons Board to put in a boarded 
flooring instead. 


Tue, CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): There 
are four prisons in Ireland in which the 
cells, or some of them, have stone floors. 
They are at Belfast, Cork, Londonderry 
and Tullamore. Boarded cell-floors are 
no longer laid down in any new work 
either in Ireland or England. ‘They are 
held to be objectionable from several 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 556 


points of view. I am informed there 
are at least sixteen English prisons with 
flagged cells. 


£ Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Has the right hon. Gentle- 
man ever been in gaol ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Tullamore Gaol. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that the ventilators in His Majesty’s 
prison in Tullamore are placed within a 
few inches of the floor in all the cells; 
that, owing to their construction, they 
cannot be closed so as to keep out the 
wind from the cells ; and, if so, whether 
the General Prisons Board wilt make 
an order to have the ventilators placed 
at the top instead of the bottom of the 
cells, as they are in other prisons. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The ventilators 
are placed near the floor with sliding 
panels which are controlled from inside 
the cells by the occupants. There are 
also outlets near the ceiling. This 
system of ventilation is reported to Le 
perfectly efficient. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: Well, 
tried it every day for three months and 
it would not work. 


Gordon-Bennett Motor Race, 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is now in a 
position to say on whom will fall the 
cost of the extra police necessary for the 
protection of the public during the race 
for the Gordon-Bennett Cup ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Irish Govern- 
ment has been in correspondence with 
the Treasury on this subject. The 
Treasury is of opinion that there is no 
justification in principle for imposing 
such a charge on the general taxpayer, 
and that it should be paid by the 
“applicants” referred to in Section 2 of 
the Light Locomotives (Ireland) Act, 
1903. The Treasury recognises, however, 





acted eds aaa 


at an a na LD SEE SR a la a 


ee a 


a neo Lae 





we: 


~~ Pe SS we 





cn el NaF a EI RELI EE 0 eh ae 


vena teks BREN BY 





557 Supply —Civil Services and {25 JUNE 1903} Hevenue Depts. Estimates. 558 


that the circumstances of the Gordon.- | POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 


Bennett race are so exceptional as to | Reported, with Amendments, from 


justify a departure, in some measure, ‘the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
from this principle, and is prepared to | eyjdence. 


allow a portion, not exceeding £1,000, of | . 
the extra cost of the police to fall on | Report to lie upon the Table, and to 


the Constabulary Vote, provided that be printed. [No. 226.] 

guarantees are received that the whole Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
of the remainder of the extra expenditure | [No. 226.] 

for extra police will be borne by the) Bill, as amended, recommitted to a 
promoter ? or by the County Councils | Committee of the Whole House for Mon- 
acini 'day next, and to be printed. [Bill 257. } 


Mr. LEAMY: The County Council], STATUTE LAW REVISION (SCOTLAND) 


has declined to bear any further expense. | on ae 
| Read the first time; to be read a 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am sorry to /second time upon Monday next, and to 


mire ‘be printed. [Bill 258.) 
| SUPPLY [l4rH ALLotrep Day}. 
Irish Land Purchase Problem. | Considered in Committee, 
Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- | ; 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief | (In the Committee.) 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 

Ireland, in the case where the owner of [Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in 
an estate is a lunatic and the estate is in the Chair. ] 

Chancery, will the Lord Chancellor have 


power to sell such an estate to the CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
tenants or to the Land Commission; DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4, 
and, if such power does not already exist | Cuass IL 


under the Land Bill, will he make such 
arrangements as will enable tenants on 
such estates to purchase. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £96,499, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
sisieae . _ the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
Dory WYNDHAM: \ — Section which will come in course of payment 
63 of the Lunaey (Ireland) Act, 1871, during the year ending on the 31st day 
and Section 62 of the Settled Land of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
Act of 1882, the Lord Chancellor has Expenses of the Office of His Majesty's 
power to consent to the sale of the land Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
of lunaties so found by inquisition in| ent and Subordinate Offices.” 
certain instances. The question of 
amending the law to some extent, *Se CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
having regard to the provisions of the shire, Forest of Dean) said that if it 


Land Bill, is under consideration. ‘were in order to move a reduction in 
respect of omission to legislate on 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. /matters suggested by the Home Office 


Vote, this certainly would be done, but 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ‘4g they could only deal with administra- 
(Stirling Burghs) asked what would be tion, his reduction was rather intended 
the course of business next week. to keep the debate together than to 
express an unusual measure of dissatis- 

Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- | faction at the proceedings of the Home 
shire, Wellington): The Irish Land} Office during the year. It was, he 
Bill will be taken on Monday, Tuesday, | believed, the intention of his hon. friend 
and Wednesday. On Thursday Irish the Member for the Clitheroe Division 
Estimates will be taken; but I am not/ to deal on the Amendment with the 
yet in a position to say what business administration of the cotton cloth 
will be taken on Friday. factories clauses, and it was possible that 


T 2 
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he might make a case which would force 
them to a division. If so, he should 
support him. For some time past the 
first and principal topic dealt with 
annually on the Vote had been the use 
of raw lead in potting, with its admitted 
dangers. The arbitration, under the o!d 
law, on the Home Office draft rules had 
been postponed by Lord James for a 
prolonged period in order that the 
employers might, as he put it, set their 
house in order. In November, 1901, in 
adjourning the inquiry which was to be 
resumed next week, Lord James said— 

“T appeal to the employers, first in their 

own interest, because they must look forward 
to the dealing with the rule in eighteen months 
time, to do their best to lessen the evil. I 
would also appeal from a higher motive and 
would ask them to do the best to make the 
world around them a better world, and the 
condition of the operatives a better one than it 
has been.” 
Last year there was a great reduction in 
the figures of lead poisoning, but he had 
to show, from the medical inspector’s 
report, that the reduction was in the 
processes affected by the reforms upon 
which they had successfully insisted in 
the past ; those in which fans removed 
dust in the dry processes. Suffering 
still remained from wet glaze, and the 
consideration of the rules dealing with 
the wet processes had been, and was still, 
postponed. This fact is additionally 
illustrated by the figures and by the 
new Report. The medical inspector, at 
page 249 of the Annual Report showed 
that while— 

“Only one case was reported from the four- 
teen factories using glaze of solubility less than 
5 per cent.,” . . . “the bulk of the cases are 
due to raw lead ;” 
and at page 248 he told them that, 
while the number of reported cases on 
the whole showed diminution, as regarded 
women, the reduction was one of only 
two cases. There was no improvement 
in earthenware, and more that twice as 
many women engaged in ware cleaning 
had been suspended as compared with the 
previous year. In other words, the 
unsatisfactory feature of the Returns was 
that they had not made a serious inroad 
on the suffering in connection with the 
wet processes, and that the lessened 
incidence of suffering was on the men, 
not on the women ; while suspension fell 
entirely on the women. The total 
number of permanent suspensions had 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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not declined at all. The number of 
attacks of lead poisoning, occurring for 
the first time in 1902, was exactly te 
same for women this year as last. Under 
the present conditions the liability of 
women to lead poisoning had reached an 
rreducible minimum. 

The great resource of the opponents 
of the restriction of the percentage of 
lead was suspension; the one resource 
urged in the circular of the employers 
to the House of Commons, in which 
they told hon. Members that if the 
certifying surgeons would only suspend 
a sufficient number of persons, that was 
women, all would be well. But that 
solution was an unfortunate one, for 
suspension meant starvation. The sus- 
pensions ought to have begun to decline ; 
but, while they slightly decreased in 
1901, the improvement was not main- 
tained in 1902, and in some figures which 
had been brought up to date in the 
present year, by the kindness of the 
Medical Department, he found that there 
were fifteen suspensions from January to 
April, as compared with ten for the 
similar four months of 1902. The same 
figures, which were those which had been 
prepared for the arbitration, show that 
while last year there was a gratifying 
diminution in the severity of the cases, 
in the first four months of the present 
year this diminution had entirely dis- 
appeared, and for the first time on record 
the severe and moderate cases of poison- 
ing,, taken together,’ enormously out- 
numbered the slight cases. The em- 
ployers pointed to their compensation 
scheme ; but only ninety employers, in 
the Staffordshire potteries alone, out of 
364 had joined the scheme, four firms 
being otherwise insured ; and while there 
was a majoriry of persons employed 
there in the processes in question who 
were insured, there were almost as many 
not insured. The employers’ scheme was 
not retrospective. It was unsatisfactory 
to the workers, who were discontented 
with it. They had no representation. 
The compensation was computed on the 
earnings of thirteen weeks instead of on 
a fuil week’s earnings, so that in slack 
seasons the compensation was very small. 
There was no compensation unless there 
had been employment for thirteen weeks 
by firms under the scheme, though they 
knew how frightfully sudden cases of 
lead poisoning sometimes were among 
women. The workers complained that 
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persons were discharged to prevent their | 
coming under the aan, and the total | 
number actually compensated was only | 
a small proportion of those who were | 
admitted to have suffered. They had 
asked for the actual numbers, publicly 
and privately, and had not received them. 
His own private application was only. 
answered by a question for what pur- | 
pose he wanted them, and, when he ex- 
plained, the figures were not sent. 


There was one reform, for which they 
had pressed year after year, which was 
still withheld from them—the appoint- 
ment of a woman inspector in the 
potteries. The peculiar incidence of 
the suffering which was among women, 
and was emphasised by the figures of 
the last and the present year, made this 
essential. The suspensions, which pressed 
wholly upon women, enforced that view ; 
and he asked for an assurance that before 
the Estimates for next year were framed 
this inspection of this most dangerous 
women’s trade should be provided. It 
was, however, needful that there should 
be a general increase in the staff of 
women inspectors. The Report opened 
with the statement that the inspecting 
forces, which were on paper increased 
(page 144) by one additional appoint- 
ment, had in effect been no more than 
they were in 1900. The consequence of 
the shortness of staff was that complaints 
had necessarily to be neglected; a con-' 
siderable number being left over in each 
year. Now this was, of course, dis: 
heartening to the organisations and to 
the individuals whose assistance to the 
Department was admittedly most valu- 
able. The clergy and the ladies and other 
active members, for example, of the 
Christian Social Union were forced to 
send the same complaints of absence of 
warming in the winter months until, the 
coldest weather having passed, the com- 
plaints grew to be out of date ; and those 
of the informants of the Department who 
were themselves workers, and who in the 
case of the women inspectors were 
seldom animated by the spirit of mis- 
chief or malice (as they were in the case 
of some of the men inspectors, as they 
saw by the Report), were also disappointed 
by their complaints not receiving prompt 
attention. He pressed, then, not only for 
a woman inspector in the potteries, but 
for a gradual and steady increase, by 


carefully thought-out appointments of | 
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women as to whose suitability there 
could be no reasonable doubt, of the 
overworked staff of the Department 
which had been so extraordinary a 


| Success. 


A matter which they had continually 
brought before the House, and in which 
there was not much improvement as yet 
manifested, though he had no doubt of the 
evident desire of the Department to act 
upon the promise of the late Home 
Secretary, made to him on the Standing 
Committee when the Consolidated Act 
was passed. The matter was one of which 
both the Christian Social Union and the 
women inspectors had complained bitterly 
in the past. At page 5 in the Report of 
the chief inspector there was a terrible 
story, to which it was necessary to call 
the attention of the House. A Report 
of the Special Committee of the Research 
Committee of the Christian Social Union 
was the subject of heated controversy in 
1900 and 1901, and he and his hon. friend 
the Member for Battersea had some trouble 
with some local authorities upon the 
subject of what were called their charges. 
Now nothing that they said was so strong 
as that which was to be found on page 
5, in the account of Great Yarmouth, 
given by a special inspector working 
under the most moderate control of 
the superintending inspector for the 
southern division. The total lack of 
sanitary accommodation in connection 
with fish-curing yards was disgraceful. 
At Great Yarmouth last autumn the in- 
spector told them that— 

‘it is where the gutting is done that things 
are worst. No sanitary conveniences are pro- 
vided. A few loads of stones would make all 


the difference to those who have to work in 
such abominable places.” 


In the case of the South Denes, where 
ninety of the plots belonged to the cor 
poration, 

“ Gutting troughs stand on the ground, round 
which the women work 1n slush and filth, a dis- 
gusting state of affairs which might be remedi»d 
were the ground round and underneath the 
gutting troughs concreted and drained. On 
these plots | found 210 males and 1,100 females 
working. Not a single sanitary convenience 
for either sex ; the nearest is the fish wharf, a 
mile away.” 

This disgraceful state of things was 
described by hon. Members in 1900 and 
in 1901, and apparently nothing had 
yet been done. In the Scottish Report 
the same state of things was descril.ed 
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in more general terms, and without 
reference by name to special cases. Now 
there was a power to enforce sanitation 
where the local authority neglected its 
duty; and he had to ask whether, both 
in the case reported by one of the sub- 
inspectors at Edinburgh and in the Great 
Yarmouth case, Home Office action had 
been taken. There wasa most damaging 
statement made by the special inspector 
sent to Yarmouth—that as regarded the 
kippering houses (page 6)— 

“In nearly every place illegal hours were 
worked.” 
But they were not told what followed in 
the way of prosecution. 


Another subject which they had 
brought forward year by year was not 
dealt with so fully in the Report. It 
was another trade in which, as in fish 
curing, young women in great numbers 
worked under unfortunate conditions as 
to wet and dirt. It was almost a pity 
that Miss Paterson, at page 161, had 
not told them where was the place which 
she described. There had been a curious 
proof of their longstanding contention 
that fruit preserving was not now a season 
trade, and did not now deserve the 
exceptional treatment which was given 
to it by the law, in the enormous seizure 
of bad fruit intended for jam-making at 
Liverpool in the month of January. He 
hoped that the fact that women in- 
spectors had not reported fully on jam 
this year did not mean that they had 
been too busy with other subjects to 
attend to it, but that there had been a real 
improvement. But he should be glad to 
know how the new rules were being 
carried out. 


He had again to comment on the slow- 
ness with which the Particulars section 
was extended to the trades that needed 
it. In some cases books giving par- 
ticulars of the rates of wages were 
supplied to the workers voluntarily, 
though the workers were charged for 
them. But in a vast number of in- 
stances where that check upon fraud and 
on misunderstanding was _ specially 
needed by women, there was no check 
at all, and prices varied from week to 
week for work which from week to 
week was exactly the same. The par- 
ticulars had at last been extended to 
outworkers in the wholesale tailoring 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 











Revenue Depts. Estimates, 564 


trade; but the need was just as great 
in the handkerchief, apron, and blouse 
trade. There were an immense number 
of London piecework trades which had 
now been carefully _ investigated, 
and which needed particulars, brush- 
making, mantle-making, corset-making, 
cap-making, the manufacture of 
paper bags, and other trades paid 
at low rates; while, in addition to 
these London trades, particulars were 
greatly needed in the small hardware 
trades of Birmingham, such as button- 
making, and also in the pin trade. The 
Report of Miss Squire on the wholesale 
tailoring trade, in the middle of page 
189, applied to most piecework trades. 
She said that the real need for out- 
workers to have a written statement of 
the price was abundantly proved, and 
that without it— 


‘* The door is open for fraud,” 
while, 


‘‘ Qutworkers need particulars even more than 
the workers inside the factory.’ 


The most important new departure 
which was made, and made very much 
against his wish, in the last Factory Act 
concernedthe handing over tolocal author- 
ities of duties which were so connected 
with those of the factory inspectors that 
he feared for the result. He was struck 
throughout the Report of the Chief In- 
spector by the confirma’ ion given to his 
views. Many of the local authorities were 
admirable. Nothing could be better 
than the London County Council and 
some of the Borough Councils of London, 
and many of the great provincial cities. 
But, on the whole, the local authorities 
seemed to expect the law to be trans- 
posed in practice, and that the Home 


Office should report to them sanitary , 


defects affecting workshops and out- 
workers. Now, there was a certain 
clashing between the Home Oflice and 
the Local Government Board. There 
were a great number of inspectors now, 
appointed by local authorities, who did 
work which partly came within the 
business of each of those Departments. 
The Returns moved for some years agu, 
some of them by his hon. triend the 
Member for Bat ersea, some of them by 
Mr. Provand, and some by himset, 
ought to be brought up to date, and, i 
possible, consolidated into one Keturn. 
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They not only concerned those two/| surprised that the question should be 
Departments in England ; but they a!so| re-opened now. Where was the neces- 
concerned the Scotch Office and Dublin | sity? The Home Office brought forward “ 
Castle. Several circulars were needed|a case which completely broke down; 
to obtain them, and he wished to suggest | and now it was to bere-opened. He did 
that the Committee which was now con- | not wish to blame the Home Office in 
sidering the functions of the Local | any way except in regard to this par- 
Government Board in connection with | ticular question of lead. This discussion 
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those of the Home Office should consider | 
this matter, and that they should also. 
have the promise from the Home Office | 
of a joint circular to authorities and a 
joint Return. Among other matters 
which they required were a complete 
Return of sanitary inspectors or inspec- | 
tors of nuisances, particularly women | 
inspectors, appointed by local authorities, | 
but doing Home Office work. For 
example, in connection with the Factory 
Inspectors in workshops and the homes of 
the outworkers ; in shop hours, under Pro- 
vand’s Acts ; in seats for shop assistants 
under the Shops Seats Act, and so forth. 
Now, even the Local Government 
Board only knew of those women in- 
pectors of nuisances, doing work under 
the Factories and Workshops Act, who 
were “appointed with the Board’s 
sanction.” He pressed, then, for the 
consideration of this matter by the| 
Departmental Committee and the pre-, 
paration of a common Return by the 
Departments concerned which will give 
later and full information to the House. 
He would move his Amendment, but, 
as far as he was concerned, he did not 
wish this year to make any special | 
complaint against the Home Office, and | 
the question whether the Committee | 
would be asked to divide or not would | 
depend on the case which would be sub- | 
mitted by his hon. friend. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100, in re- 
spect of the Salary of the Secretary of 
State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


was altogether premature. The Report 
for 1902 stated that the full effect of 
the rules could not yet be ascertained, 
as they were still in an experimental stage 
with reference to many points. Under 
those circumstances he did not see 
that any useful purpose would be served 
by having another discussion this after- 
noon. The right hon. Baronet had said 
that the figures were inconsistent, and 


that this improvement that was shown 


in the Report was not shown in his 
figures. But they were told that a new 
moistening process was being prepared, 


| and therefore it would be better to defer 


the discussion to some future time. 
Everybody would admit that the figures 


| showed there had been a most decided 


improvement in late years, and that 
lead poisoning had greatly decreased. 
They could not expect that it would 
decrease much lower. Between 47,000 
and 50,000 persons were employed in 
the potteries, and whilst in 1901 there 
were 106 cases of lead poisoning, last 
year there were only 87. That was 
a most gratifying decrease, and the 
comparison of the first five months of 
last year with the first five months of 
this showed that that improvement was 
steadily increasing, and that there was 
no reason whatever to complain. There 
were many other dangerous trades in 
which lead poisoning occurred, and it 
certainly seemed to him rather hard that 
the potteries should always be singled 
out for the purpose of attacking the 
Home Office. One great complaint 
with regard to the arbitration before 


Lord James of Hereford, being resumed 





‘next week, was that the Home Office, by 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) said | the rules of 1902, for the first time had 
it was exceedingly inconvenient that attempted to dictate to the manu- 
there should have been a discussion that | facturers asto the materials they were 
day on a subject which would be arbi-| to use. That was a great departure 
trated on next Tuesday. The arbitration from the rules of the Home Office, but 
was held eighteen months ago by Lord| the manufacturers would agree if Dr. 
James, who adjourned it for eighteen Thorpe could give them a formula 
months ; and his decision was announced | which in his view they might accept. 
for Tuesday next. He was, therefore, | But though they had asked for such @ 
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formula they had not succeeded in 
getting it, because it was not yet dis 
covered. 

The manufacturers had done their 
best to meet the Home Office; they 
had spent thousands of pounds in the 
endeavour to discover a leadless glaze, 
and in trying fritted lead, and yet they 
had failed to discover any glaze to suit 
the Home Office. If any success was to 
be achieved in getting rid of lead poison- 
ing it must be by the co-operation of 
the workers themselves. A great deal 
depended on the habits of those who 


worked among the lead. Those 
‘who were intemperate or dirty 
in their personal habits, and who 


neglected to wash their hands before 
eating, were more liable to lead-poisoning 
than those who were clean and tem- 
perate in their habits. They cculd 
legislate tor the worker so long as he 
was within the walls of a factory, but 


they could not carry out legislation over | 


him in his own home. It all depended 
on the workers themselves. He did not 
think the manufacturers had received 
sufficient recognition for what they had 
done. They had made great efforts, 
but it must be remembered that they 
carried on their business not for philan- 


{COMMONS} 





tevenue Depts. Estimates. 568 
he desired to call attention was 
of a technical character, and re- 
quired some explanation. It was 


the operation of the cotton cloths law 
under the Factories Acts. Asa result of 
a strong agitation at Blackburn, an Act 
was passed in 1889 for the proper venti- 
lation of the cotton cloth steaming sheds, 
but the workpeople were not satisfied. 
and a strong effort was made by them 
to abolish the entire system. They 
wished to act ina manner which would 
least injure trade, and least harass the 
employers, and a meeting was held in 
London between employers and em- 
ployees, the result of which was a sug- 
gestion on the part of the employers 
that an inquiry should be made by the 
Home Office into the working of the 
Steaming Act, as it was called, and its 
effect on the health of the operatives. 
That inquiry took place. After consider- 
ing the evidence the Committee made 
certain recommendations, including the 
|suggestion of a limit of 9 volumes 
‘of carbon dioxide in every 10,000 
| volumes of air, this would secure 
|an amount of ventilation corres- 
|ponding to about 2,000 cubic feet 
'of fresh air per head per hour, and 
| they expressed the belief that such 








thropic purposes, but for commercial |4 requirement would bring about a 
purposes, and if they were handicapped | material improvement in the health 
in this way it would be impossible for | and comfort of the workers, without 
them to carry on their trade. If the | imposing any serious burden upon the 
result of the arbitration was adverse to trade, or asking for more than was 
the manufacturers, and the right hon. | already voluntarily done in_ well-regu- 
Gentleman insisted upon their using | lated sheds. As the legal limit was only 
the minimum of lead suggested by the | 600 cubic feet, it could not be denicd 
Home Office experts, they would close | that the operatives had good ground 
their works, because they could not | for complaining that it was considerably 
carry on their trade under such impos-| Under the proper standard from a health 
sible conditions. He trusted the right | point of view. In 1897 an Act was 
hon. Gentleman did not intend to follow | passed empowering the Home Secretary 
out the policy of his predecessor, which | to embody the recommendations of the 
would only have the effect of playing | Committee in the form of an Order, and 
into the hands of Germany, but if | in 1898 that was done. Knowing that 
he did, in the coming general elec-| the Order would involve considerable 








tion the people of Staffordshire would 
do their best to remove from office a 
Government which had sought to cripple 
and destroy and to drive out of this 
country one of the finest and most 
useful and interesting of our great 
national industries. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said the matter to which 


Mr. Coghill. 


alterations in many of the sheds, and 
being naturally anxious not to cause 
disturbance, the operatives’ representa- 
tives gave time for these changes to be 
carried out. For more than two years 
they said little or nothing about the 
matter, but in 1900 they thought the 
time had come when a determined effort 
should be made to bring about the 





alterations, and they communicated 
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with the Home Office. The employers | 


at once waited upon Sir Kenelm Digby, 
asking that the Dader should be so far 
varied as to allow the carbon dioxide 
admitted into the sheds to be five over 
the outside air. The operatives’ repre- 
sentatives, having considered the matter, 
also visited the Home Office, and, while 
asking for the Order to be carried out, 
accepted this modification, which they 
found could be allowed without serious 
risk to the operatives. It was hoped 
that after all these delays something 
would be done. He admitted that 
something had been done, but the Order 
had not been enforced in the manner 
they had a right to expect. The laxity 
of the administration was evidenced by 
the fact that during 1900, the number 
of inspectors specially appointed to deal 
with this matter was reduced from 
three to one, and, according to the 
Inspector's Report— 

‘The Inspectors in charge of the district 
were, for the first time since the passing of the 
original Act of 1889, called upon to assist in 
the enforcement of the enactment.” 

The only way in which the general 
inspector could assist was in checking 
the entries of the employers on a par- 
ticular day ; he had no practical know- 
ledge of the subject from a scientific 
point of view ; he took no tests, and did 
nothing in the way of a scientific ex- 
amination of the conditions of the place. 
The number of factories and so forth 
under supervision had increased from 
600 to 1,597, in addition to which there 
were a number of rooms in flax mills 
subject to inspection. He held, there- 
fore, that if it took three men to do the 
work connected with the smaller number 
of mills, it certainly required more than 
one man to see that the Act was faith- 
fully carried out in the larger number. 
Another of the provisions of the Act 
was all in favour of the employers. By 
Section 95 of the Factories and Work- 
shops Act, 1901, it was laid down that 
no prosecution could follow an offence 
unless a second offence was committed 
within twelve months. As these 1,597 
places were spread all over the country, 
it was extremely difficult to detect an 


employer in a second offence, and it, 


would have been thought that when 
such detection was made a prosecution 


would follow. But what were the facts ?| Secretary that this Act would be given a 
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In February last, in reply to a Question, 
the Home Secretary stated that in 1902 
there were sixty-two cases reported in 
which employers had exceeded the 
standard, but that theexcess in many cases 
was in only one part of the shed. The 
law, however, made no exemption in 
such cases, but declared that an excess 
in any part of the shed constituted an 
offence. As to the suggestion that the 
law should be altered in that respect, he 
would only say that when such altera- 
tion is proposed the operatives’ repre- 
sentatives will offer it their strongest 
opposition, being convinced that if the 
average of the shed was permitted to be 
taken it would entail serious conse- 
quences in many weaving sheds. He 
knew scores of places in which one part 
of the shed would be fairly healthy and 
agreeable, while another part was 
absolutely intolerable. In reply to a 
Subsequent Question, the right hon. 
Gentleman stated that in sixteen of the 
cases the employers had been warned in 
the course of the precedingtwelve months. 
Why were prosecutions not instituted. 
in those sixteen cases? There ought not 
to be the slightest hesitation in insti- 
tuting prosecutions on the part of a 
Department having charge of a matter 
so seriously affecting the life and comfort 
of the operatives. He held that the 
Home Office had neglected its duty. 
Why had there been no prosecutions for 
more than eighteen months? Had 
instructions been given to the inspectors 
not to prosecute? Was there any 
understanding in the Department that 
this Act should not be entoreed? Why 
were the employers in this of all the 
departments of the cotton trade per- 
mitted to please themselves? The 
patience of the operatives was almost 
exhausted. They had never yet agreed 
to this Act, the only Resolution they had 
passed having been in favour of the 
total abolition of the system, and he 
assured the right hon. Gentleman that 
unless the Act was enforced in a 
straightforward manner it would be 
very difficult to induce the people to give 
the measure @ fair trial. After all the 


concessions they had made, he thought 


they were entitled to expect the 
earnest assistance of the Home Office. 
He should be glad to hear from the Home 
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proper and a fair chance. He could not 
conceive why these prosecutions had not 
taken place. The cases he had mentioned 
had been tried before magistrates who 
were employers and had a direct interest 


been carried through the House of 


Commons was to be set at naught by the | 
what | 


magistrates he did not know 
position the workers would have to take 
up. They had their own remedy, and 
that was to refuse to work under those 


conditions. Theonly other alternative was | 
that the Act should be put in force and | 


made to do the work it was intended to 
do. 


* Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
as a rule the case of the potters was put 
before the House by his hon. friend 
the Member for Stoke, who, though he 
had made his usual speech, seemed to 
have omitted to tell them upon this 
occasion that the more lead they used 
in the trade the better. By that omission 
he had deprived him, he was almost 
going to say detrauded him, of one of his 
best arguments. His hon. friend had 
stated that it came as a surprise to him 
and his friends that Lord James was 
about to continue the arbitration upon 
this question. Why should he be sur- 
prised, for it had been repeatedly said 


that the inquiry had only been adjourned. ' 


The inquiry was adjourned simply to see 
how the rules worked and how the 
operatives were affected. Surely that was 
not an unreasonable course to adopt. 
The hon. Member went on to say that 
this was a premature discussion of this 
subject. Personally, he should have 
been better pleased if this discussion 
had taken place a week after instead of 
a week before the arbitration. But that 
was not his fault. The hon. Member 
for Stoke had also said that the wet 
processes were thoroughly innocuous. 


Mr. COGHILL : I said they were less 
dangerous than the dusty and dry pro- 
cesses. 


*Mr. TENNANT said that was com- 
mon ground. ‘The rules had to be very 
stringent in the dry processes, but it had 
been shown that injurious results were 
produced from the sludge of wet lead 
running through the troughs. The hon. 
Member for Stoke went on to say that 


Mr. Shackletong 
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this was the first occasion when the Home 
Office had attempted to dictate to manu- 
facturers what materials they should use. 


| He believed that the year 1901 was the 
first occasion when Parliament decided to 
in this matter, but if the Act which had | 


impose special regulations upon manu- 
facturers as to the use of certain articles. 
He thought the Home Secretary would 
confirm that statement. The hon. 
Member went on to say that when the 
manufacturers applied for a formula from 
which a glaze might be made which would 
be innocuous the Home Office said they 
could not give it. That was not in 
accordance with his information or re- 
collection. It was some time since 
the Report of Dr. Oliver and Dr. Thorpe 
was issued, but his recollection was 
that there was in the appendix to 
that Report a formula’ given by 
those two scientists derived from in 
formation from a great Swedish manu 
facturer who had employed lead in his 
glaze in sufficiently large quantities to 
make it a commercial success with 
almost complete harmlessness to the 
operatives engaged. 


Mr. COGHILL said that the mann- 
facturers in his constituency had not 
found it possible to use such a glaze to 
advantage commercially. If the hon. 
Member knew of such a formula he 
should be pleased to know what it was. 


*Mr. TENNANT said he could not 
give him the formula, but he would look 
through the Report and see if it existed 
there. The hon. Member for Stoke said 
that manufacturers had not found it 
possible to use such a glaze with com. 
mercial advantage. Manufacturers had 
got the chance of making a glaze without 
lead. Would the hon. Member state 
that that was impossible? The other 
day at a meeting in connection with a 
hospital with which he was connected 
they were discussing the purchase of 
earthenware materials, and he suggested 
that they should be of leadless glaze, and 
the Committee at once asked the ques- 
tion: “Can you get them as cheap as the 
other sort?” fie obtained prices for 
them, and later on to his astonishment 
the Secretary to the hospital informed 
him that he had bought the articles 
cheaper in leadless glaze. That showed 
that the example set by the House of 


Commons, the House of Lords, and the 
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public Departments had been a good | 


one, and had resulted in this remarkable 
circumstance, that in the open market 


they were able to purchase leadless glaze | 


cheaper than lead glazed goods. He 
had himself a dessert service made with 
leadless glaze, and both for cheapness 
and quality it was as good as those 
made with the use of lead. The hon. 
Member for Stoke said that they were 
always going to Germany for information. 
With the prospect of dearer food and 
dearer raw materials before them the 
bowels of his compassion yearned to- 
wards the manufacturers not only of 
pottery but of everything else, and if 
he felt that these rules were likely to 
prevent them carrying on successfully 
their industry at a profit, and would have 
the effect of closing up their works, he 
should not have another word to say 
upon the subject. They ought not to | 
sacrifice the supremacy of their commerce, , 
but at the same time they must not 
wholly ignore the safety of the worker. 
He did not think he needed to say any- 
thing more about the potters. He de- 
sired to congratulate the Home Secretary 
upon the most admirable Report which he 
had placed before the House. He had a 
good many questions to ask which 
he was afraid were rather technical. 
He wished to refer to two matters. 
which related more to the future, and | 
were really not so germane to this 
discussion, namely, reporting of acci 
dents and ventilation. On both these 
subjects the right hon. Gentleman had 
received Reports from Departmental 
Committees. He asked what the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to do in regard 
to these matters. He would content him- | 
self by remarking how deplorable it 
would be if he were to accept the 
invitation which was made in the 
Report of the Departmental Comm'ttee 
on ventilation and take a retrograde 
step. 


An important matter mentioned in 
the Report at page 29 related to small 
laundries. This question had been 
brought before the notice of the Home 
Secretary in ‘the past as often as they 
got the opportunity of doing 30. On 
this matter* Mr. Edward, Southampton, 
said— 

“Tn all the twenty-two cases where hand 


laundries have been crossed off the register it | 
has been bec use the occupiers have reduced | 
t 


| precautions against fire. 
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their outside hands to two so as to be outside 
the provisions of the Act.” 

This was the only trade in the country 
which was exempted from the Factory 
Acts owing to its dimensions. It was 
most ridiculous, and really iniquitous, 
that by dism’ssing all employees except 
two the people who kept these small 
laundries should be able to compete 
against the other laundries where the 


restrictions imposed by the Acts were 


complied with. Was it not as necessary 
to protect the two workers as twenty or 
thirty? Another matter which he would 
mention in passing was that relating to 
He could not 
go into that question because it involved 
legislation, but he wished to direct the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
to the following observations by Mr. 
Younger at page 23 of the Report— 

“The chief difficulty at present is the 
treatment of dangerous factories and work- 
shops in which fewer than forty hands are 
employed. In some cases the number of 
hands is deliberately kept just below forty as 
an alternative to the provision of a second 
exit ; this practice involves the absurd assump- 
tion that a building which is dangerous for 
the employment of forty persons is safe for 
thirty-nine.’ 


|He sincerely hoped the right hon. 


Gentleman would give attention to that 
point. At the inquest which took place 
after the fire at Stockport Cotton Mills 
Sir Charles Firth, of the Fire Brigades 
Association. said— 

‘‘He had no hesitation in saying that one- 


half of the mills in the country were worse off 
than the Vernon mills were in respect of fire 


| equipment.” 


That was a very strong statement, aid 
one which ought really to sink deep 
into the minds of those responsible for 
the safety and welfare of persons em- 
ployed in factories and workshops. 
These were matters on which he could 
not enter very minutely. 


He would now turn to other questions 
with which he was personally a-quainted. 
They were technical, but they were 
subjects into which the Committee, over 
which he presided, were directed to 
inquire in 1895. In regard to dry 
cleaning, Mr. Rogers, Derby, stated in 
his Report, which appeared at page 61 
of the Blue-book— 

“One fire occurred at a dry cleaning 


works in the daytime. A woman was 
lifting a metal vessel containing garments 
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soaked with benzine from the floor, when, from 
some unknown cause, flames appeared under- 
neath the vessel, and, rapidly spreading, the 
fire burned out the interior of the room before 
it could be extinguished by the excellent local 
arrangements of the factory. A notable point 
in this case is that two vessels of benzine, 
simply covered with loose lids, were in the 
room, and though they were enveloped in 
flame for snvenal minutes the spirit did not 
take fire. This shows the advisability of pro- 
viding lids for machines and vessels containing 
benzine, as recommended by the Dangerous 
Trades Committee some years ago.” 


The Committee reported on that subject 
in 1897 and 1898, and, so far as he was 
informed, nothing had been done beyond 
making inquiry in regard to the danger- 
ous trades with which he was dealng. 
He admitted there had been inquiry, 
but that was not sufficient. Something 
should be done beyond mere inquiry. 
Ile called attention to the following 
passage in Mr. Hilditch’s Report in 
regard to basic slag— 

_ “There is still a tendency to improvement 
in the matter of allaying the dust at basic 
s'ag works, and it is gratifying to report that, 
although excellent results have been obtained 
compared with the old order of things, the firm is 
still giving the matter attention. It is en- 
couraged in this by the great saving of valu- 
able dust which was at one time dissipated 
through the air.” 


He must say that it did strike him as an 
extraordinary thing that here where 
the Home Office had practically an in- 
vitation from the firms engaged to issue 
regulations, nothing had yet been done. 
He called attention to the enormous 
number of accidents resulting from the 
use of locomotives in factories. It 
would be seen from the statements 
made at page 82 of the Report that— 

“Twelve out of forty-nine inquests attended 
by one inspector during the past year were in 
connection with deaths of persons caused by 
moving locomotives or trucks on private rails.” 
The inspector for the Midland Division 
Said at page 63 of the Report— 

“ Year by year the observance of the Special 
Rules becomes more noticeable and the diffi- 
culties of administration diminish. Employers 
and employed alike have begun to recognise 
the justice and necessity of their enactment 
and the benefits to be derived from compli- 
ance.” 

Though inspectors and employers said 
these things the only people who took 
no action, so far as he understood, were 
the Home Office authorities. He had 
the pleasing duty of being able to con- 
gratulate the Home Secretary on the 


Mr. Tennant, 
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appointment of a new electrical inspector 
Six years ago the Committee to which 
he had alluded made a Report on elec- 
trical generating stations. The gentle- 
man appointed by the Home Office 
reported that last year there had been 
ten fatal accidents and 126 non-fatal 
accidents in electrical generating stations. 
Ten fatal accidents seemed to him a 
very considerable number, the Inspector 

“The notices of accidents received during 
the year in respect of electrical stations do not, 
I have reason to believe, represent by any 
means all the cases which should have been 
reported, mnagers of some stations having 
expressed their ignorance of this requirement 
of the Act.” 

Therefore ten might not represent the 
whole of the accidents that resulted fatally, 
and in all probability 126 did not repre- 
sent anything like the number of non- 
fatal accidents. He drew attention to the 
following paradox brought out in the 
Report— 

“The greater number of the accidents 
happened to persons when working on ‘ live’ 
switchboards or conductors, mostly at low 
pressure, short circuits occurring and resulting 
in severe burns, in one case terminating 
fatally.” 

He would now pass to what the 
Inspector said about transformer stations. 
He remembered being asked in this 
House by the hon. Member for North Louth 
why they wanted to claim certain powers 
during the passing of the Factories Bill 
dealing with transformer stations. He 
informed the hon. Member at that time 
that it was because they were extra- 
ordinarily dangerous places. They had 
it stated in the Report that they were 
almost more dangerous than the larger 
generating stations. That entirely bore 
out his old contention that the transform- 
ing stations were as dangerous as, if not 
more dangerous, than the generating 
stations. The Inspector said that— 

“The larger number of the electrical acci- 
dents were of a preventable nature, and, in 
some cases, gross negligence was evident in 
that totally unskilled and ignorant persons 
were put to work upon or amongst ‘live’ con- 
ductors, whilst in other cases obvious and 
elementary precautions were neglected.” 

He had always maintained that nearly 
all these cases of accident could be pre- 
vented if the Home Office would only enforce 
the powers at their disposal. Nearly all 
these points had been brought before the 
Committee over which he presided six 
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years ago, but nothing had been done. | ticulars. His meaning was that in the 


Might he read one other statement, in 
regard to electrical works ? The Inspector 
said that— 

“The space behind switchboards is also in 
some instances so broken up and obstructed by 
cables, resistance frames, etc., as to render the 
application of sand, in the event of fire, almost 
impossible, whilst in others it offers a dangerous 
trap in case of accident necessitating a hurried 
exit.” 


One thing on which the Committee 
laid stress in their Report was that 
there should be more space behind 
these switchboards, and they drew up 
a draft regulation to that effect. He 
would read « final extract from this 
Electrical Inspector's Report— 

“ Two fatalities have recently occurred from 
shock ‘to earth’ on a 250 volt two-phase 
system, in one of which the victim was proved 
to have been quite sound, and was killed when 
accidentally touching a charged conductor 
with the little finger of his left hand.” 

He would earnestly suggest that where 
they were dealing with electrical force 


of such extraordinary danger, which 


worked silently, suddenly and _ relent- 
lessly, there was a corresponding duty 
lying on those whose prerogative it 
was to protect the workers of the 
country to employ every means in 
their power to discharge that duty 
efficiently. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said they all admired the 
many qualities of the right hon. and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and sym- 
pathised with them in their efforts to 
improve the condition of the workers 
of the country; but he thought there 
was no necessity for the attacks which 
had been made on the Home Office 
for not putting their regulations into 
foree. The Home Office, it should be 
remembered, might, in trying to 
improve the condition of the workers 
in certain trades, improve these trades 
out of existence altogether. He should 
like to look at the position of trades 
in this country, and to consider whether 
or not certain of them were not 
inspected enough ; whether, at any rate, 
the interference of the Home Office 
would not carry away the very slight 
margin that was left to them of profit. 
He wished the right hon. Gentleman in 


making his statement had given par- 


cause of complaint. 


application of certain rules and regula- 
tions, however admirable, to certain 
trades, there was a danger of carrying 
them to such an extent that they became 
unworkable and ridiculous. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that he 
alluded to the smaller hardware trades, 
especially to the manufacture of pins 
and buttons. ' 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said that if 
people would only spend a few days 
at Birmingham they would see that 
the inspectors did their duty, as far 
as possible, to such trades as had been 
mentioned. The criticisms made showed 
that regulations which were good in 
themselves as applied to certain trades, 
were worthless when applied to other 
trades. He did not understand what 
his right hon. friend meant when he 
spoke about sanitation of small domestic 
workshops. Did he mean that the 
sanitation of Birmingham, which was 
the home of these small industries, was 
defective ? In passing, he might remark 
that these small industries were most 
valuable. They formed, he would not 
say a middle class, but a lower middle 
class of people who were their own 
masters, which was a great thing for 
those who were working on their own 
account ; and although their condition 
and gains were not altogether what he 
would like, yet to destroy that class 
would be regarded as an_ infinite 
injury. There was a great desire on the 
part of a large section of persons to shut 
up all small workshops, and by means of 
rules and regulations to force the workers 
into the large factories. If ever that 
came about it would, in his opinion, be a 
great misfortune. As he understood the 
right hon. Gentleman, he wanted to have 
the sanitary matters of these small work- 
shops — these domestic houses where 
work was carried on—placed under 
factory inspectors. 


*Sir CHARLES ‘DILKE said he did 
not go into any question of legislation, 
for that would be outside this discussion. 
He said that the great municipalities 
were doing their work well; and so far 
as Birmingham was concerned he had no 
But some of the 
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smaller municipalities were apt to wait 
for the Home Office to call their attention 
to sanitary defects. 
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Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he was | 


bound to say that he was surprised to 
hear the frequency of the expressions of 
distrust of the local authorities. They 
must either be trusted, or an inspector 


should be sent down from the central | 


authority. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that 
what he had stated was that in many 
cases both the factory inspector and the 
local sanitary inspector were already 
sent. 


- Mr. JESSE COLLINGS thought that 
that was an error, if ever it did exist. 
He was not aware that under the 
present regulations a factory inspector 
could go and do the work of a local 
sanitary inspector. If so, it was a great 
mistake, in his opinion. The right hon. 
Gentleman said very truly that in Com- 
mittee on the Estimates they were con- 
fined to criticism of the administration 
of the existing law. He wished that all 
the factory inspectors, particularly the 
women, would confine their work to the 
administration of the existing law. He 
had complained for years past, he 
complained now, that a good portion 
of their time and energy was taken 
up in dealing with matters which were 


outside the administration of the existing - 


law, and that there was inadequate time 
left for their regular work, while demands 
were made for more inspectors. We 
should soon be becoming the most 
heavily inspected nation in the world. 
He was bound to say, on reading these 
Reports, that they appeared tohim, though 
nominally addressed to the Home 
Office, to be really addressed to the 
public outside. There was a good deal 
of sensational matter in them; many of 
the statements were greatly exaggerated ; 
isolated cases were given leaving the 
impression that that was the general 
state of things; and altogether they 
formed an ex parte statement. 
that the brush trade was now being 
attacked. And here he might remark 
that in this last Report there was a 
minute, technical account of the manu- 
facture of brushes in Germany which was 
very interesting, but he did not think that 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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|a factory inspector need have given that 
information in carrying out the admin- 
| istrationof the law. It was outside his pro- 
'vince. Brushmaking as a home industry 
was outside the supervision of the in- 
'Spectors at present, and yet it was men- ~ 
_ tioned in this Report that the inspectors 
had visited some hundreds of homes 
where these brushes were made. Why 
did they want to interfere with the homes 
of the people who were trying to get an 
honest living? And why should they 
introduce in their Reports these remarks 
to get some restrictions placed upon them? 
Then there was an extract from Mr. 
Sidney Webb’s book, very interesting, 
but quite outside, in his opinion, the 
province of inspectors who were paid to 
discharge certain definite duties. There 
were also statements with reference to 
brushmaking which, he was afraid, was 
carried on under very bad conditions in 
Germany, and in a manner which had 
squeezed out of existence all the lower 
forms of brushmaking in this country. 
He did not see that that was a very good 
argument in favour of preferential 
tarifis. He was not advancing the argu- 
ment himself—he was only quoting ; but 
that trade, which could only be carried 
on with the utmost care and application, 
and with hardly a living margin in this 
country, was now to be interfered with. 
In his opinion the Report should be pre- 
sented tothe Home Secretary as a private 
document ; and the inspectors would be 
better advised to confine their zeal to the 
work entrusted to them. 


The right hon. Gentleman alluded 
to laundries, and said that small laun- 
dries which only employed two 
persons, apart from members of the 
family, should be protected. That meant 
that such laundries should be brought 
under the Workshops Act, and that 
would mean that every one of those small 
home industries—almost the only home 
industry that was left—would be squeezed 
out of existence. They should look at 
the question, not from the point of view 
of everything that might be ideal, but in 
connection with the poverty of the people 
who were trying to get their living, 
under circumstances and conditions which 
the House of Commons would like to 
see improved, but which it would be 
cruelty to deprive them of altogether. 
He was aware that the right hon. Baronet 
| the Member for Forest of Dean and his 
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friends had set their minds on bringing 
those small laundries under protection, 
which would amount to ending their 
existence. The women inspectors of the 
Home Office had made up their minds to 
the same effect. The right hon. Baronet 
and his friends had great influence with 
the Home Office. He had heard them 
described collectively as an outside branch 
of the Factory Department of the Home 
Office. Their aim was to close every 
one of those small laundries, and it was 
supported, in his opinion, in the Report 
in a manner which was unfair. There 
was a long quotation about a small 
laundry carried on by some Italians, who 
had evaded the law by employing persons 
under the pretence that they were 
members of the family. Probably that 
was true; but he had tried to get the 
addresses of some of those terrible cases, 
and he had not been able to obtain them. 


*Mr. TENNANT said he would give 
the right hon. Gentleman one. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he 
should like to get the addresses from 
those who wrote the Report. He did 
not say the cases were incorrect, 
but he said that they were isolated 
and rare, and to found general legis- 
lation on exceptional cases was always a 
mistake. Then it was said in the Report 
in regard to these domestic laundries— 


“It is difficult not to be struck by the dis- 
comfort and wretchedness of these homes 
when turned into unregulated workshops.” 


They were considering the cases of tens 
and hundreds of thousands of women 
who were really not laundresses at all, but 
washerwomen who at the present time 
got a humble living. In every part of 
the country they would find that the one 


successful, though humble, home industry | 


was carried on by women who took in 
washing. That was what right hon. 
Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen opposite 
wanted to destroy. It was the merest 
quibble to say that they did not want 
to destroy them, when they proposed 
to bring them under the Workshops 
Act. There were steam laundries now 
within reach of almost every village in 
the country, and if the home industry 
was extinguished the work would be 
sent to the steam laundries. When the 
Factories and Workshops Bill was before 
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the House, there was an attempt to 
bring those small industries within its 
scope, and he received scores of letters 
from clergymen and others, praying that 
they should not be interfered with. 
Again he would say it was unfair to 
quote exceptional cases, and then suggest 
that, in order to rectify them, all the 
thousands of the poorer industrial classes 
should be interfered with. He hoped 
there would be an improvement in future 
Reports as far as sensational statements 
were concerned, and that the inspectors 
would report only on the work entrusted 
to them, and not on missionary work 
which should be left to those to whom 
it properly belonged. It was very 
interesting and very clever, but its 
proper place was notin the Report. He 
hoped the Home Office would bear in 
mind that, after all, it was a poor result 
to improve the conditions of trade, if, at 
the same time, it meant squeezing trades 
on which poor people were engaged out 
of existence. If they looked round they 
would see at the bottom of the social 
system of the country a condition of 
poverty that some of them did not 
perhaps fully realise. If they found 
people struggling to get a living, let 
them not adopt means which might be 
good if applied where they could be 
applied, but which would take away the 
means of earning a living from those. 
people. He particularly referred to 
laundries, and to the hundreds of 
thousands of people who earned a 
humble living by them at the present 
time. That industry, if the Workshops 
Act regulations were applied, would 
no longer be able to continue. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he 
was at one moment afraid that his 
right hon. friend who had just sat down 
was going to succumb to the influences 
so prevalent in the atmosphere just now, 
which seemed to lure every speaker, 
whatever might be ostensibly the subject 
of debate, in the direction of preferential 
tariffs. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS dissented. 


Mr. ASQUITH said his right hon. 
friend had seemed to be on the verge, at 
any rate, of succumbing to that tempta- 
tion, and, warned by his example, he 
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to that particular topic. His right 
hon. friend took an interest in the 
welfare of these small industries. 


He entirely shared with him the view 
that it was most undesirable, either by 
legislation or administration, to do any- 
thing to curtail the sphere or diminish 
the prosperity of those industries. But 
his right hon. friend’s imagination in 
these matters was, if not exclusively 
occupied, dominated by the figure of the 
poor woman who took in washing. 
After all, no one wanted to put any 
unreasonable obstacles in her way, but 
there were a number of these small 
industries in regard to which investiga- 
ition had shown there were ample reasons 
why the persons engaged in them should 
be protected against vital danger as 
regarded sanitary condition, hours of 
labour, and the general terms of their 
employment. Allusion had been made 
to brush-making, and there seemed to be 
an impression that an unwarrantable 
intrusion had been made intothat trade. 
But what was the reason for that intru- 
sion? It was because it was in relation to 
this, trade that the terrible disease of 
anthrax became more and more preva- 
lent and dangerous, particularly where 


{COMMONS} 





the work was carried on by out-workers. 
Could anyone say that was not a matter | 
for investigation? When his right hon. | 
friend compared our brush industry with 
that of Germany, and stated that one of 
the effects of this legislation was that in 
some of the lower branches of the brush 
industry it enabled German manufac- | 
turers to successfully compete with the | 
British manufacturers, was the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that in Germany | 
these very processes were safeguarded | 
by stringent rules with regard to disin- | 
fection such as did not exist in this | 
country ? Hethought we might legiti- 
mately take a leaf out of Germany’s | 
book in this matter. 
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accord into a trade, making inquiries 
and publishing a Report. It was not 
their business to do so unless they had 
instructions to do so. 


Mr. ASQUITH said he did not feel 
much wiser after the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s explanation than he did when he 
resumed his seat. Who would be more 
qualified to make inquiries than the 
inspectors who existed for that purpose. 
The inspectors of the Home Office were 
well qualified to make inquiries, and 
there could be no reasonable objection to 
the result of those inquiries being em- 
bodied in a Report to the Department. 
The principles of factory legislation were 
now practically settled, and there was 
continuity of administration. This, of 
course, made the annual debate turn 
more and more upon matters of detail, and 
it was useful as indicating directions in 
which settled rules should be extended in 
application. He was strongly of opinion 
that whenever it was shown, after due 
inquiry, that the conditions of particu- 
lartrades were insanitary or dangerous, 
whether carried on in factories or out. 
side, and that there was a risk of workers 
losing their proper measure of remunera- 
tion, it was not only the right, but the 
duty of the State, in compliance with 
uniform tradition, to take effectual means 
to safeguard the workers. There was 
nothing dangerously socialistic in that 
princip.e—there was abundant evidence 
for it in the policy which had been 


_ carried on by this country for many years. 


He was not one of those who believed 
that British industries were handicapped 
in their struggle for existence by exten- 
sion of the regulations. It was a posi- 
tion, however, which though not often 
enunciated in this House was often put 
forward outside, and he challenged 
evidence in support of it. The more 
matters were investigated—if they were 
to form part of the comprehensive in- 


'quiry into things in general—the more 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he had no | 
objection to inquiry into brush-making | 
oranything else—into any other industry; | 
but let that iaquiry be conducted under | 
the authority of the Home Office under | 
proper instructions. What he objected | 
to was that inspectors who complained | 
that they had not time to do their | 
administrative work, went of their own | 


Mr. Asquith, 


it would be shown that British trade had 
been emancipated and improved; and 
the fact, that workers who fifty or sixty 
years ago owing to insanitary conditions 
carried on their work with shortened 
lives and impaired energies, now, by wise 
legislation and careful administration. 
were safeguarded and carried on their 
occupations under healthy conditions 
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which they had not previously enjoyed, 
would form a great commercial asset for 
Great Britain in the struggle with other 
nations. His hon. triend the Member | 
for Berwick had alluded, not for the 
first time by many, to the fact that the 
Report of the Committee on Dangerous 
Trades had in some points not been 

acted upon by the Home Office; he 

knew from experience the difficulty of 

framing special rules for particular in- 

dustries, but he impressed on his right 

hon. friend the urgency of dealing with 

trades where avoidable datigers to life | 
and health existed. He was not at all 
satisfied with the progress that had been 

made in this matter, and he hoped an 

assurance would be given by his right 

hon. friend that further steps would be | 
taken. For many years the hon. Mem- 

ber for Stoke had taken part in the de- 

bates on lead poisoning with credit and 

versatility, shifting his ground with | 
admirable perception of the line it would | 
be in the interest of his clients to take. 

He did not, however, understand the | 
line the hon. Member had taken on this 

occasion. Some years ago the late 

Home Secretary promulgated a move- 

ment which resulted in an arbitration, 

conducted by Lord James of Hereford, 

who adjourned the hearing for eighteen 

months. That period had elapsed, and 

the hon. Member was surprised that | 
proceedings should be resumed; he, 
thought, perhaps, that proceedings which 

were adjourned for eighteen monihs | 
were postponed sine die or to the Greek | 
Kalends! Why did he think the in- 

quiry was adjourned ? - 


Mr. COGHILL: To let the Home 
Office off as lightly as possible. 


Mr. ASQUITH said this was ingeni- 
ous, but not complimentary from a 
supporter of the Government. He gave 
Lord James credit for a large intention. 
He thought he adjourned the inquiry 
to allow those concerned the opportunity 
o| reaching a state of things in which 
special rules or legislation would not be 
required, and it was reasonable that, a 
sufficient time having elapsed, Lord 
James should desire to know what had 
been done. He would make one other 
remark. Ten years experience of the 
experiment of appointing women inspec- 
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tors for trades where women and youn; 
persons were employed justified an 
extension of the practice. The com- 
munications between the women opera- 
tives and these inspectors had been 
much more free than they would have 
been if these women inspectors had not 
been appointed, and the result had been 
a much better administration of the law. 
He desired to see the women inspectorate 
still further extended. It had been pro- 
ductive of incalculable benefit to a large 
class of operatives in the country, and he 
did not in the least share the view ex- 
pressed by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Bordesley Division that 
women inspectors had gone out of their 
way to publish to the world er parte and 
sensational statements in reference to 
certain trades. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I did not 
say that. 


Mr. ASQUITH said the right hon. 
Gentleman certainly suggested it, other- 
wise he could not understand the purport 
of his remarks. At any rate, he declared 
that they had gone beyond the duties of 
their office, and devoted to the prepara- 
tion of Reports time which might have 
been more usefully employed in the 
routine work of the Department. He 
did not at all agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman. It was one of the duties, as 
it had been the practice, of inspectors, no 
matter with what Department they were 
connected, not to confine themselves to 
the mere routine of their daily work, but, 
as intelligent observers, to send to their 
official chief, in the form of Reports, such 
observations as they might be able to 
make with regard to the condition of the 
particular form of activity with which 
they were charged, whether social, educa- 
tional, or industrial, adding suggestions 
for the improvement or removal of such 
evils as were brought to their notize. H» 
would be sorry for it to be suggested tha: 
inspectors were going beyond their proper 
sphere in reporting to their chief, and 
through him to the Secretary of State. 
the existence of evils, their magnitude, 
and suggestions for their remedy. By 
making such Reports they were perform. 
inga most useful function, and he earnestly 
hoped the Home Secretary would not 
give any countenance to the discouraging 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman the 
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Member for the Bordesley Division. On 
the whole he congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman on the progress of the Depart- 
ment and the excellent work it had done, 
and he hoped he would be able to reassure 
the Committee on the special points of 
detail to which reference had been made. 


{COMMONS} 





*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) was 
understood to say that the greatest credit 
was due to the women inspectors for the ex- 
cellent work they had done, especially when 
it was remembered that some of them re- 
ceived remuneration which hardly came 
within the description of a “living wage.” 
He entirely disagreed with the views ex- 
pressed by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Bordesley Division on 
the question of the inspection of laundries. 
It was unreasonable to suggest that small 
laundries would be squeezed out of exist- 
ence if they were compelled to conduct 
their industry in a proper and sanitary 
manner. All small laundries would be, | 
or ought to be, glad to comply with the 
reasonable requirements of the Home 
Office. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: They cannot 
afford it. 





*Mr. TALBOT believed they could | 
afford it. If they could not, they ought 
to be closed, as no industry ought to be 
conducted at the expense of the health of 
the community. On the larger question 
of the inspection of laundries generally, 
the Committee would remember a re- 
markable scene which occurred two years 
ago on the last stage of the Factories and 
Workshops Regulation Bill, when the 
Home Office surrendered the position they 
had taken up, and declared that they 
could not carry the measure if they in- 
sisted on the inspection of laundries. 
The then Home Secretary practically 
promised to deal with the question in a 
very short time, but that promise had not 
yet been redeemed. He therefore desired 
to ask the Home Secretary whether he 
was prepared, and if so when, to deal 
with this question. It was a matter of 
considerable difficulty, and one which 
raised serious considerations in the minds 
of those connected with certain charitable 
institutions. It was only right to say, 
however, that recent revelations as to 
what had happened in another country 





had given rise to some alarm lest there 
Mr. Asquith. 
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should be in this country, unknown to 
the public, scandals of a similar nature, 
and it would tend to relieve the public 
mind if the right hon. Gentleman would 
give an assurance that the subject would 
be dealt with within a reasonable time. 
The fact that it presented difficulties was 
no reason why the subject should be 
neglected, especially when it affected the 


welfare of a specially helpless part 
of the community. With reference 
to the fruit preserving industry, he 


thought the law was hardly sufficiently 
stringent for the protection of the health 
of the youngest class of workers. That, 
however, was a matter for legislation, 
and could not be discussed on the Estim- 
ates. But he would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the Reports he had 
received led him to the conclusion that 
the existing law was really carried out. 
He believed that in some places there 
existed a condition of things which ought 
never to be tolerated—fruit preserving 
being carried on under insanitary condi- 
tions not only prejudicial to the health of 
the workers, but causing a danger to the 
preserved fruit which might be de- 
scribed as disgusting. He trusted the 
right hon. Gentleman would give this 
matter his attention. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
desired to refer to the remarkable but 
reasonable complaint of the hon. Member 
for the Clitheroe Division with reference to 
the cotton steaming mills. The hon. 
Member had approached the matter from 
the workers’ point of view; he (the 
speaker) could look at the matter from 
the opposite point of view, because, 
although not actually an employer of 
cotton labour, he had been part holder, 
and had had under his control the manage- 


ment of factory sheds of the kind 
described by the hon. Member. The 
ground of complaint was that the 


Home Office had not been sufficiently 
active in enforcing the regulations, and 
that the inspectors had not done all they 
might and ought to have done. There 
were two very good reasons, and in giving 
those reasons, he might be able to make 
some useful suggestions to the right hon. 
Gentleman. Many Members were pro- 
bably not familiar with the object of steam- 
ingecotton. The fact was that it was neces- 
sary to puta large quantity of steam 
into these sheds while the goods were 
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being produced in order to help the 
weaving and the laying down of the 
fibre, and at the same time to get a 
certain amount of moisture into the 
cloth, that being extremely valuable to 
the manufacturer. It was much better 
for the manufacturer if the goods could 
be turned out in a damp condition 
than if they were turned outdry. Under 
those circumstances, when a man had a 
direct interest in keeping the place moist, 
it was difficult to keep him on the right 
line. It was exceedingly difficult to 
detect what the inspectors were expected 
to discover. Hon. Members knew that 
the small fractions of impurity which 
were said to exist in the sheds were ex- 
ceedingly difficult to arrive at. The hon. 
Member for Clitheroe had been asking 
for a more efficient inspection and a more 
careful consideration of the conditions 
under which the cotton industry was 
now carried on. Unless the punishment 
was very severe manufacturers would 
continue to ignore the law. He knew 
some of the difficulties with which 
owners had to contend, because many of 
the alterations were difficult to carry out 
and very expensive, but he was quite 
convinced that there was no reason 
whatever to consider that the regulations 
laid down in regard to steaming in cotton 
sheds were unreasonable, and there was 
no reason why the Home Office should 
not use more energy in having the Act 
carried out. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxford University 
disputed that these regulations would 
squeeze the small laundries out of 
existence. Take the case of a widow 
with a couple of daughters calling 
in two or three outside assistants 
to carry on washerwomen’s work. She 
would probably occupy premises of 
a humble nature, and perhaps carry on 
the washing business in an old coach- 
house. If they applied factory regula- 
tions in this case, as to sanitation and 
other matters, they would squeeze her 
business out of existence, because she 
probably would have no money to carry 
out the alterations required. The cost 
would fall upon the owner of the pro- 
perty, and the result would be that owners 
would bar washerwomen from occu- 
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pying their premises. He agreed 
with his right hon. friend the Member 
for Bordesley with regard to what 
he said about the extinction of these 
independent workers. He desired to 
thank the right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean for kindly 
giving him notice of his intention to 
bring the subject of fish-curing at Yar- 
mouth before the Committee. He 
regretted that, owing to his public 
duties calling him elsewhere, he was 
unable to be present and listen to the 
right hon. Baronet’s remarks upon 
the Inspector's Report. There were 
peculiar circumstances connected with 
the industry at Great Yarmouth which 
rendered it very difficult to meet 
the points which had been brought for- 
ward. In the first place, it had to be 
remembered that  fish-curing was not 
pleasant work under any circumstances. 
The fish had to be cleaned and gutted, 
and that was not agreeable work in any 
sense of the word. He would not dis- 
pute the fact that, although the work 
might be disagreeable, everything reason- 
able should be done in the direction, 
not of making it less disagreeable, but 
of making it as sanitary in its operation 
as possible. The Report said that a 
large number of women were carrying on 
the work under disgusting circumstances, 
and it went on to speak of mud, filth, 
rain, storms, and of the work being 
carried on in the open air. No Home 
Office could control rain or wind, but 
what could the Home Office do to 
mitigate the unpleasani results referred 
to in the Memorandum? He did not 
think they could do very much in 
this instance. In the first place, the area 
of the ground upon which this work 
must be carried on at Yarmouth was 
very, very restricted. What was des- 
cribed as the South Denes where the 
work was carried on in the open air, was 
but a very few acres. It could not be 
carried on at a very great distance from 
the landing-place because of the ad- 
ditional cost that would be added to 
the curing by the carriage. The con- 
gestion, consequently, must be nearest to 
the river. The ground could not be 
extended. They could not limit the 
number of fish to be treated, nor could 
they delay the process. However 
willing the private owners and the 
Corporation might be, they were met 
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with the greatest possible difficulty, and | 
he did not think the case admitted of | 
very much remedy. If his right hon. | 
friend suggested that the work should | 
be done under sheds, he would point 
out that that might inflict considerable 
outlay by a number of people con- | 
cerned. In pointing out that women | 
worked in mud and slush, and in 
storms of wind and rain, the inspector 
mentioned that a few loads of stones 
might mitigate the evil. Knowing the 
operations of fish-curing, and the con- 
ditions under which they had to be 
carried on, he doubted very much 
whether the inspector was right. It 
would not do to put down rough stones, 
because the women would cut their feet, 
and they would interfere with the work 
of cleaning, because the stones would 
have to be constantly removed and fresh 
stones substituted. 


} 


The inspector was actuated by the 
best intentions, and was a very able 
man. He was, doubtless, extremely 
anxious to see some mitigation of the evil, 
but he did not think a remedy would be 
found in putting down rough stones 
which must in course of time become | 
insanitary, and could not be changed 
while pressure of work was on. He could 
not help thinking that if this inspector 
had a more varied experience of the fish- 
curing process, and went up and down the 
coast, he would not have expressed himself 
so strongly. It was useless to use strong 
words without suggesting a remedy for 
the evil. The fish-curing was different 
from every other industry, and he would 
again ask the Home Secretary to consider 
whether it would not be desirable to 
employ one inspector to look after it and 
to travel after the fish. Such an official 
would understand the different conditions 
at different places and would accumulate 
experience that would prove most useful. 
The Home Secretary had not seen his 
way in the past to act upon this sugges- 
tion, but it might be possible that little 
things could be done by an inspector 
with experience of other districts. With- 
out in the least wishing to quarrel with 
the inspector or to controvert his state- 
ments, he repeated that he differed from 
him as tothe possibilities of the remedies 
that were suggested inthereport. Where- 
ever there was a likelihood of danger to 
the community it was right tomake regula- 
tions to obviate it, but he contended no 


Sir John Colomb. 


{COMMONS} 
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plea could be put forward by anybody that 
the fish-curing process carried on at 
Yarmouth was insanitary, or that it had 
an ill effect upon the health of anyone 
engaged in it. It was a most agreeable 


sight to see the arrival of a corridor train 


from Scotland crowded with young 
women who by their appearance, dress 
and conduct gave an impression of a very 
high type of civilisation. Their respecta- 


bility and moral conduct was beyond all 


doubt, and yet they went to Yarmouth to 
work under the conditions which the in- 
spector so condemned. Those girls and the 
peopleof Yarmouth weremost healthy, and 
surely, therefore, there could be no plea 
raised for precipitate interference by the 


/ HomeSecretary. Hemade those remarks 


because the inspector's Report would lead 
to a wrong impression if it were not met 
by observations from one possessed of local 
knowledge upon the subject. It was quite 
recognised in Yarmouth, both by private 
owners and the Corporation, that it would 
be greatly to the advantage of everyone 
concerned if, without interfering with or 
hampering the industry, some metho: 
could be found for its amelioration or 
improvement. But it had to be remem- 
bered that the fishery was a very pre- 
carious business, and permanent arrange- 
ments could not be made for it, although 
the people concerned always did their 
best. He hoped the Committee would 
understand that he was only doing what 
he considered his duty in endeavouring 
to put before it the facts as they concerned 
Great Yarmouth. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had made a slight allusion to 
the question of convent laundries. That 
question raised a good deal of feeling 
some time ago, and that feeling was 
largely due to a want of appreciation of 
the facts. He could assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Home Secretary had 
exercised a wise discretion in exempting 
these laundries from the ordinary inspec- 
tion provided for bythe Act. The right 
hon. Gentleman had alluded to some 
scandals that had recently been published 
in connection with convents in Irance. 
If he followed the right hon. Gentleman, 
he meant to suggest the possibility 
of such scandals in the establishments in 
England, Ireland, and Scotland. He 
could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
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that, if he believed there was such a 
possibility he would join in any measure 
to prevent such scandals. But he did 
not believe in that possibility, and he 
would confirm what he had to say in 
regard to laundries in conventual inst'- 
tutions by one or two extracts from the 
Blue-book now before the Committee. 
It contained four Reports, from Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow, Aberdeen, and Dublin, 
and they all agreed in stating that these 
institutions were extremely well con- 
ducted from a sanitary point of view 
Mr. Bellhouse (Dublin) stated in his 
Report :— 


‘*T have had an opportunity during the year 
of visiting a good many of these places by 
invitation, and [ have been enormously im- 
pressed by the excellent arrangements that 
are made in a!l of them for the workers. In 
no case have [ found any instance of excessive 
hours, the regulations as to holidays are fully 
met by the observance of all the Church 
holidays ; the only point in which there is not 
absolute compliance in this respect being in 
connection with the compulsory Easter holiday. 
This is never observed, but the want of it is 
more than counterbalanced by the extra 
number of other days which are observed 
instead. [ have always found the rooms to be 
exceedingly well ventilated, high, lofty, bright, 
and airy; the wash-house flo rs are admirably 
laid and drained. In those places where 
machinery is used I have been surprised to see 
how well it has been guarded, and how well 
the ventilating fans have heen arrange}. 
Much of the opposition to the Factory Act on 
the part of these institutions has been due to 
ignorance of what the law might mean to them. 
They have been afraid that we might interfere 
with their religious ceremonies by binding 
therm to certain definite and ucalterable hours, 
but I have always carefully explained matter 
and pointed ont that they were, as a matter 
of fact, already complying to the fullest extent 
with all the provisions of the Act, and that its 
application to them could make no possible 
difference in their arrangements. I do not 
believe that there is any opposition to or 
feeling against visits by an Inspector, male or 
female In this district they are already well 
accustomed to such visits, for there is nearly 
always attachel to the convent either an 
industrial, national or technical school, to 
which visits are paid by Government officials, 
or the convent is under the control of the 
Congested Districts Board, and subject to visits 
Ly officials from them. My experience is that 
a very hearty welcome is always offered by 
the Reverend Motherand the Nuns, who seem 
only too anxious to show everything about the 
premises.” 


He thought that would satisfy the right 
hon. Gentleman that there was no 
ground for the apprehension that any 
scandals such as had been alleged in 
regard to institutions in other countries 
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were possible in the conventual establish- 
ments of this country. He might say 
that the opposition to the intrusion of 
inspectors into these convent laundries 
in the ordinary way was on account of 
the fear which was entertained by the 
authorities that much inspection in the 
case of persons of ill-balanced minds 
might have an injurious effect, and lead 
them to desire liberation and to return 
to their old ways. That was the basis 
of their opposition. So far as inspection 
of convents in relation to machinery 
and hours of labour was concerned, the 
report of Mr. Bellhouse showed that 
there was no objection on the part of 
these establishments to inspection. 


Some time ago, when the Factories 
Act was before the House, they succeeded 
in getting Section 104 introduced, the 
result being to make the Act apply to 
dockers and practically to all forms of 
employment on ships and in docks. And 
in addition they got it applied to dockers 
as men engaged in a dangerous trade. 
Further, it was provided that a whari. 
quay, warehouse, and all machinery 
and plant used in loading or unloading 
any ship were included in the word 
“ factory”; and, finally, by the second 
sub-section the expression “ plant” was 
interpreted as including any gangway 
or ladder used by any person to load or 
unload or coal a ship. That was the 
legislation on which the House agreed. 
The trade of dockers was one of the 
most dangerous in the country, and the 
statistics which were submitted on that 
point constituted the reason why the 
then Home Secretary assisted in getting 
this section introduced into the Factories 
Act. He was sure that the present 
Home Secretary did not fall behind his 
predecessor in his anxiety to see the Act 
carried into operation. What he wanted 
to know was how far the right hon. 
Gentleman had been able to see that the 
proposals of the Act were given effect 
to. The narrow point with which he 
was most concerned at present was the 
ladder one. A ladder was really one of 
the most important parts of the machin- 
ery in the docking industry, and also in 
shipbuilding yards, and it was a matt: r 
which required the serious attention of 
the Home Office. He would confine his 
remarks to the case of the docker-. 
What happened? In large ships holds 
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were 35 to 40 feet deep, and in some | 


cases the ladders did not reach to the 
full depth. He had seen ships in which 
it required something like an acrobutic 
performance to reach from the deck 
to the first rung of the ladder. 
The result was that the docker would 
miss the first rung of the ladder and fall 
forty or fifty feet into the hold, and if 
not instantaneously killed, he would be 
grievously injured. That was a disgrace- 
tul state of things. Furthermore, the 
ladders had frequently the rungs very 
widely apart, or broken; in fact, they 
constituted death-traps to these dockers. 
He understood that the Home Office 
had a set of rules in regard to 
this matter under consideration, but 
which had not yet been issued, and he 
was sure that the right hon. the Home 
Secretary would do everything in his 
power to make these regulations effective. 
The right hon. Gentleman had _ been 
courteous enough to give him an invita- 
tion to go to the Home Office and inspect 
an improved ladder. He declined to do 
so, because he did not consider it the 
business of any Member of Parliament 
to recommend any particular form of 
ladder. That was a matter on which the 
Home Office should exercise their own 
judgment. What he wanted was that 
the Home Oftice should see that the best 
kind of ladder was adopted. When 
inquiry was being made, he should like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
his inspectors had put themselves in 
communication with the representatives 
of the dockers themselves. It would be 
highly desirable that that should be done, 
because the inspectors had no practical 
experience in these matters, while the 
leaders of the dockers, who had been 
themselves dockers, and had gone through 
all their trials and bore in their own 


persons the marks of the wounds which | 


they had received in the exercise of their 
calling, had that practical experience. 
There was also the danger of open hatches, 
which led to many accidents, both in the 
docks and in shipbuilding yards, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
see that the regulations as to these were 
modified and improved. 


Stir J. L. STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College) said he hoped his 
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as to what the Government were going 
to do in regard to the question of the 
inspection of laundries. The hon. Mem- 


| ber for the Scotland Division of Liverpool! 


had said that the Catholic institutions 
were willing to come under general 
regulations, but he was not at all sure of 
that. All the evidence that he had was 
that these institutions were not of a very 
satisfactory nature. There was no doubt 
that the case for dealing with laundries 
had been more than made out. In the 
House of Lords two years ago, Lord 
James of Hereford, in the course of a 
debate on an Amendment to the Factories 
Acts, said— 

“My noble friend, Lord Windsor, was per- 
fectly correct in saying that the Home Secre- 
tary had declared that the state of the law 
with regard to laundries was most unsatis- 
factory. My right hon. friend still entertains 
that view, and he has pledged himself to do 
his utmost to bring about an amendment of 
the law.” 


And a little later Lord James said— 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! | would remind the hon. Baronet 
that matters dealing with fresh legislation 
cannot be discussed in Committee of 
Supply. 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL said he 
would then leave that pointalone. He 
however, insisted that the laundries were 
not in a very satisfactory state. In 
reference to what the hon. Member for 
Bordesley had stated, he did not think 
that anyone wished to see this industry 
so regulated that the small laundries 
were squeezed cut of existence. The 
laundries, however, must be made 
sanitary, and they should be so regulated 
that they should not Le prejudicial to the 
health of their patrons or the community. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
that the significant feature of the debate 
/on the Home Office Vote was that only 
| three hon. Members had spoken adversely 

ofthe ReportsoftheIn:pectorsof Factories, 
of the method of their doing their work, 
and of the general administration of the 
Factories and Workshops Acts. Curi- 
|ously enough in these three instances 
| the speakers represented the view of local 
trades, and might fairly be charged with 


right hon. friend would take this oppor- | taking the narrow view of their trade con- 


tunity of making an explicit statement 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


| stituents rather than following the broad 
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principle which ought to weigh with a 


Member of the House of Commons. 
He ventured to say that on that point, 
the trades’ constituents were not always 
the best guides, philosophers, and friends | 
in regard to industrial legislation. It was | 
significant that these three adverse 
speakers had always, for constituent | 
reasons, been urging the Home Office to 
be cautious and slow in the administra- | 
tion of the factory laws, but above all, 
to remember that foreign competition 
was walking with giant and irresistible 
strides. ‘There was a converse view to 
that position. This House contained 
many captains of industry and princes | 
of commerce, men who had succeeded 
well in various branches of industry ; 
and the three speeches to which he 
had referred had been received by them 
with great coolness. These speeches 
had influenced in no sense the audience 
to which they were addressed. But 
there was one of these speeches which 
no one could help noticing—viz., that 
of the hon. Member for Bordesley. That 
speech was in keeping with the low- 
water-mark of industrial organisation 
which distinguished the right hon. 
Gentleman, both in and out of office. 
The speech was an obvious rider to 
the hon. Member for Stoke and 
another hon. Member, who were under 
the impression that the Home Office 
were inclined to go further than they 
ought. That speech proved that the 
Home Office was not a revolutionary 
office and that the atmosphere of the 
Home Office did not provoke _ its 
occupants “to scorn delights and live 
laborious days,’ and to press for further 
legislation for the improvement of the 
condition of the workers of the country. 
It proved that if the Home Office had 
erred at all it was on the side of caution 
andslowness, and that they didnot pioneer 
reforms until long experiment justified 
them in doing so. It threwa side-light 
onthe tardy wayin which the right hon. 
Gentleman gave concessions to reforms 
in the years that were gone; and a 
very interesting side-light on the difficul- 
ties which some hon. Members had to) 
encounter in securing reforms from the 
right hon. Gentleman in many dangerous | 
trades. 


The right hon. Gentleman urged. 
one argument which ought to weigh | 
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with one or two hon. Members. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the Home 
Office had something else to protect than 
the workers; that they must not by 
these restrictions and regulations im- 
prove certain trades altogether out of 


existence; that the margin of profit in 


these trades was so small that he was 
not sure that over-inspection would not 
destroy that margin. He thought that 
that theory had been discussed when the 
first Factory Act was passed ; and that 
it had then been discredited. It was 
opposed to existing facts; and he would 
suggest to the right hon. Member for 
Bordesley that if the trade of Birming- 


ham was suffering—as it might be—that 


might be due to the fact that in the 
sinall trades of Birmingham the garret- 
master still prevailed, and that in that 
environment there was a lack of that 
sub-division of labour and_ precision 
which alone could be secured in large 
factories. Birmingham had not followed 
the exampleof Manchester andother large 
manufacturing centres in the North of 
England where, by that sub-division of 
labour and precision of method, their 
trade had improved in proportion as 
they had abandoned the old garret- 
master methods There they had insti- 
tuted large workshops, employed fore- 
men technically trained, and worked out 
the specialisation of industry. He would 
suggest to the right hon. Member for 
Bordesley that instead of devoting 
attention to preferential tariffs, his con- 
stituents should spend more money on 
the education of their artisans ; and that 
instead of going round the world in 
search of Imperial fireworks they should 
send over the workmen of birmingham 
to Germany to study the organisation 
of labour. If Birmingham was suffering 
from Germancompetitionit was due tothe 
fact that Birmingham had not got such 
splendid technical schools and colleges «s 
Charlottenburg and other cities of 
Germany. The right hon. Gentleman 
should remember the old adage—which 
was also the law ofthelife of nations—that 
the large fish lived on the little fish and 
that the little fish ate mud. That, too, 
was the law of the life of industry. 
The small garret-masters would have to 
go, and Birmingham would have to follow 
the example of other cities which had got 
over that stage of industry. 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Member | 
for the ewe ah Division talked about | 
small laundries. He had great sympathy 
with washerwomen, and withall, especially 
women, who were obliged to work under 
bad conditions ; but it was no kindness 
to them that they should be allowed to 
work under insanitary and noisome con- 
ditions. On the contrary, the more the 
standard of industry was raised, the more 
the people engaged therein were elevated. 
If hon. Members only knew the places 
where small laundry workers did their 
work, out of sheer sympathy they would 
improve the standard of work. When | 
the right hon. Gentleman talked about 
over-regulation and over-inspection, he 
had only to look at the Report to find 
that, as regarded laundries in France, 
that country was abreast of this country 
™m many respects, and excelled it in others ; 
and as regarded brush-making, Germany 
was far ahead of this country from the 
point of view of health, sanitation, and 
hygiene. He did not believe, and never 
would believe, that expansion of Empire 
was to be had by the ill-health of the 
citizens of that Empire. On the contrary, 
he believed that insanitary conditions of 
work, low wages and long hours, consti- 
tuted a reactionary condition of things 
from which the country in which it existed 
was certain to suffer. Such a condition of 
affairs would not be improved by walking 
about like Jeremiah, bemoaning the fate of 
England or crying “stinking fish.” 
This country would not hold the 
commerce it had by following the 
reactionary course suggested by the 
right hon. Member .or the Bordesley 
Division. The hon. Member for Stoke- 
on-Trent deserved great credit for the 
manner in which he persistently stuck, 
not withthe best of aims, to the question 
of lead poisoning. He had little to say 
to the hon. Member after the proper 
criticism he had already received. For 
five or six years the hon. Member had 
delivered similar speeches to that which 
he delivered to-day; but his speeches 
were not now so strong as they were two 
or three yearsago. What was the reason ? 
Five or six years ago the hon. Member 
said that all this inspection in connection 
with lead poisoning was not necessary. 
The Home Secretary, however, following 
the late Home Secretary, who deserved 
great credit for what he did in this 
particular industry as in many other 


Mr. John Burns. 
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that regulations 
that control 


industries, insisted 
should be carried out, 


should be exercised, and that inspection 


should be extended. What had been the 
result of the action of the Home Office ? 
In 1899 there were 249 cases of lead 
poisoning, when the control of the Home 
Office was being introduced. In 1900: 
the cases dropped to 200; and aftr 
three years they had fallen to 106. The 
hon. Member should remember that 
that was done in the teeth of his annuai 
cry that the industry was going to be 
ruined. 


Mr. COGHILL said that he never 
objected to the [Home Office regulations 
in this matter. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he believed 
that if the Home Secretary had a free 
hand and more vigorously enforced the 
regulations, the 106 cases would be 
reduced very soon to forty or fifty cases. 
That should encourage the Home Office 
to pursue its policy more vigorously in 
the future than in the past. He could 
not congratulate the hon. Member on 
the way in which he had been a snag in 
the stream of industrial reform; and 
he thought that the hon. Member was 
almost as reactionary as the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Bordesley 
Division. The last point he wished to 
refer to was that of underground 
bakehouses. The Home Office was the 
authority for the inspection of bake- 
houses, both above and under ground. 
In certain circumstances the Home Office 
deserved credit for its part in carrying 
out the reforms inaugurated by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife nine or ten years ago. He had 
been very frequently criticised for his 
condemnation of underground _ bake- 
houses, but he was glad to say that, like 
Othello, his occupation in that direction 
was gone, because underground bake- 
houses were disappearing, and in a year 
or two very few would be left. But he 
would ask the Home Secretary to re- 
member the fact that many of the places 
which were condemned by his own 
inspectors as bakehouses, and which 
could not, therefore, be used as bake- 
houses, were now being used for making 
confectionery, a branch of industry which 
certainly required just as much pro- 
tection as that of bread-making. It was 


atm 


ee lhe te es Sis. 























601 Supply—Civil Services and 


a remarkable condition of things that 
they could not have underground bake- 
houses for the baking of bread, but could 
have them for the preparing and making 
of pastry, and the hundred and one 
toothsome morsels with which people 
regaled themselves. He thought the 
Home Office ought to construe under- 
ground bakehouses or kitchens, where 
they were used for the cooking of food 
other than bread, as a place where no 
edible article ought to be made or pre- 
pared. The Medical Officer of Health 
tor the City of London, in his Report on 
underground bakehouses in 1902, stated 
that in many cases the w.-c. accommoda- 
tion was in a very defective condition. 
Twenty-six lavatories either opened or 
were ventilated into the kitchens, and in 
one case the lobby of the lavatory was 
used for the storage of meat. Those 
were the places where City merchants 
most did congregate. The medical 
officer said that there were cases in 
which kitchens were badly ventilated, 
walls dirty, floors defective, w.-c.’s_with- 
out ventilation or light, and used by 
both sexes, cisterns not covered, and 
cisterns needing to be cleansed. ‘That 
revealed a condition of affairs which was 
simply disgraceful and. scandalous, and 
one on which the Home Office inspectors 
should be turned as soon as possible. 
The master bakers’ organ said that the 
persons who denounced underground 
bakeries ought to see underground 
kitchens within a few hundred yards of 
Charing Cross; and the St. James's 
(razette also described them unfavourably. 
He could quote instance after instance 
in which the condition of underground 
restaurant kitchens was really disgrace- 
ful. This House had perhaps the best 
kitchen in the world, but when they 
walked through that kitchen they were 
struck by the pallid appearance of those 
who carried on their work there, even 
under the best conditions. What, then, 
must the condition be of those who 
worked in the insanitary underground 
kitchens to which he referred. His view 
was that law and administration should 
deal with these places in precisely the same 
way as with underground bakehouses, and 
that they should henceforth be placed, 
not at the bottom, but at the top of 
buildings. In conclusion, he congratu- 
lated the Home Secretary and the officials 
of the Department on the continuous 
improvement in the Report. 


{25 JuNE 1903} 
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*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS DouG.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s), 
who was very indistinctly heard in the 
gallery, was understood to say he 
would be hard to please if he had 
any fault to find with the tone of 
the debate. Although faults had been 
found, which he would endeavour to put 
right, the debate on the whole had been 
one of congratulation. Speaking, in the 
first place, of the date at which the 
Estimates were brought on, he pointed 
out that the Estimates which were taken 
first were those in which the greatest 
interest was taken, and they were taken 
when they were at the suggestion of right 
hon. and learned Gentlemen opposite. 
He referred to the undesirability of tak- 
ing this Vote extremely late, and said he 
did not think that the Report in connection 
with Lord James’s inquiry would be avaiil- 
able in so short a time as a fortnight or 
three weeks. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife had mentioned 
a fact at which the Committee would 
rejoice—namely, that nowadays the quese 
tion of administering these Acts was 
no longer to be considered one of 
Party politics. Continuity of spirit, 
policy, and administration was main- 
tained by successive Secretaries of State. 
He thought that was a matter for con- 
gratulation which tended to better work 
being done by the inspectors and the 
Department. With regard to lead poison- 
ing, he thought thera was, generaliy 
speaking, reason to be satisfied with the 
steady decline in the number of cases. In 
1899 there were in all 1,258 cases ; in 1900 
1,058 ; in 1901, 863; in 1902, 629. The 
diminution in the Potteries was even more 
remarkable. The effect of the special 
rules (first established some ten years ago) 
had been, he ventured to think, most 
marked, especially since the revision of 
1898. This subject could hardly be 
thoroughly discussed just now, as the 
arbitration of Lord James was not yet 
concluded, but would be resumed next 
week, and the case was, so to speak, sv) 
judice. He admitted that the position 
could not yet be considered to be entirely 
satisfactory, but there was certainly much 
satisfaction to be found in the figures 
quoted. He really thought that even the 
hon. Member for Stoke, with all his 
gloomy anticipation as to the effect of tlie 
restrictions on trade in this country, would 
agree that the improved state of affairs was 
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worth some sacrifice. Further progress 
must be made, further precautions were 
necessary, and it would be necessary to 
frame further rules to secure them. Some- 
thing was being done with regard to in- 
surance, and he had reason to think that 
the number of those who were insured 
would increase year by year. ; He assured 
the Committee that he would spare no 
effort to combat the evil of lead 
poisoning. 


As regarded fisheries, he was bound 
to say that the conditions of the premises 
used for pickling herrings at Great Yar- 
mouth were not very satisfactory, and in 
some cases there was an absence of sani- 
tary convenience. The matter had been 
brought to the notice of the sanitary 
authority, and he had every reason to 
be satisfied with the way in which they 
had received the suggestions and de- 
mands made by the Department with 
regard to putting their house in order. 
At Lowestoft, though the conditions 
shown in the Report were better than at 
Yarmouth, there were still unsatisfactory 
points ; pressure was being brought 
to bear to secure the necessary improve- 
ment, and for the enforcing of the law. 


As regards fruit-preserving it had 
been suggested that very slow  pro- 


gress was being made, but it should be 
remembered that the rules were only 
made in June last, and he had little 
doubt that the next Report would show 
a more satisfactory result. The in- 
stances quoted by Miss Paterson cer- 
tainly showed a striking disregard of 
hygienic considerations, and inquiries 
would be made. The new conditions under 
which fruit-preserving was now carried 
onseemed to require further consideration, 
If it were the fact that the factories 
were practically working all through the 
year it was possible that the special 
exemptions ought to be cut down or 
removed. That was a matter for con- 
sideration, and a primi facie case for 
further inquiry had perhaps been made 
out. The extension of the “ Particulars” 
principle to various trades must proceed 
gradually as need was shown. The 
complexity in the conditions of many 
trades made careful inquiry essential. 
Since the Act of 1901 was passed, which 
made extension to out workers possible, 
several branches of trade had been under 
consideration ; extensions had been made 


Ur, Akers I Jouglas, 
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in four trades, and he hoped when the 
subject came up again for discussion, 
progress would be found to have 
been made towards meeting the wishes 
of the right hon. Baronet. Of course, 
many trades were acting voluntarily in 
the matter. As to the inspectorate, 
there was always room for the increase 
of inspectors of both sexes, and recent 
years showed a continuous increase 1n 
appointments. The appointment of a 
permanent lady inspector for the potteries 
had been considered by his predecessors 
who had not seen their way to place 
a lady inspector there permanently. In 
that view he concurred, believing that 
the staff of lady inspectors could be best 
turned to account by sending members 
of it where their services were most 
needed from time totime. Under that 
system the potteries had received their 
fair share of attention. In reference to 
the preparation of certain Returns, there 
was certainly some overlapping of 
authority between the Home Office and 
the Local Government Board; but he 
anticipated a removal of this objection 
from the report of the Committee which 
had been appointed under Lord Jersey 
to inquire into the distribution of work 
among the Departments. 


The hon. Member for Clitheroe, 
in a most moderate speech, had 
brought under notice the condition 
of the cotton cloth or steaming 


factories and the question of ventilation. 
He had also received useful suggestions 
privately from the hon. Gentleman on 
this subject some time ago. An inquiry 
was going on. and he fully appreciated 
the points the hon. Member had raised. 
The absence of prosecutions was no 
indication of neglect. ‘There were diffi- 
culties in the way often which made 
success doubtful, and the Department 
had preferred to rely on warnings rather 
than on prosecution, with probability of 
failure to obtain conviction. The ques- 
tion of ventilation had careful attention, 
and he ventured to think that the 
fears of the hon. Member with regard to 
a detrimental lowering of the stan- 


dard were groundless. With regard 
to the subjects referred to by the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for 


Berwickshire, they had been proceeding 
to a certain extent on the lines suggested 
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by the Committee over which he had pre- | 
sided. Therighthon. Gentlemanthe Mem- | 
ber for Fife had also pressed the matter on | 
his attention, and he could assure him | 
that he would not forget the  sug- 
gestions made. He might say the same 
with regard to the suggestions made by 
the hon. Member for the Scotland 
division of Liverpool. They had not only 
considered the question of safety in docks 
but had prepared rules dealing with the sub- 
ject. Heshould beglad ofany suggestions 
which the hon. Member might make to him. 
With regard to the question of laundries, 
he had been asked why they had not pro- 
ceeded with legislation, and whether he 
was prepared with any announcement on 
the subject ? He had gone carefully into 
the matter three or four times with the 
full determination to deal with it. He 
was glad to think that the voluntary inspec- 
tion of many of theexempted laundries had 
heen attended with considerable success. 
They had found that the public inspection 
had not theterrors which were anticipated, 
and this had greatly improved the feeling 
on tke matter. Although there were still 
niany difficulties, it was a subject 
which would have really to be taken up, 
and he hoped that would be soon. He 
sympathised to a certain extent with one 
point which had been raised by the right 
hon. Member for Bordesley, but he 
thought they would be agreed that they 
could not allow even the smaller laundries 
to remain without their being put into a 
sanitary condition. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: By local 


action. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Well, the 
local authorities could be stirred up. 
Although he had no desire that these 
small laundries should be cut out of exis- 
tence, he thought it was not too much to 
demand that sanitary conditions should be 
enforced. The only other question which 
he recollected was one raised by his hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth with reference to the appoint- 
ment of a peripatetic inspector of fisheries. 
He had had a correspondence with his 
friend on this subject, and he could only 
repeat that he believed that to have a 
wandering inspector would greatly inter- 
fere with the inspectory system of the 
country. The hon. Member for Battersea 
raised the question of underground bake- 
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houses, and he had complained that these 
underground places, which had been con- 
demned as bakeries, were now used for 
the making of confectionery and as 


| kitchens. This was a matter which 


rested with the local authority, but the 
instructive Report on the matter which 
the hon. Member had quoted would no 
doubt form ground for enquiry. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS asked: Did he 
understand the right hon. Gentleman to 
say that he was not satisfied with local 
inspection of the small laundries as 
regarded sanitary arrangements, and was 
he in some way or other going to put 
them under the Workshops Act ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No. What 
he had said was that he agreed with his 
right hon. friend in a desire to keep them 
going, but that he hoped they would be 
brought into a sanitary condition. He 
did not know whether, after the 
assurances he had given, the _ hon. 
Member for Clitheroe would deem it 
necessary to go to a division. They 
were all anxious to proceed in the direc- 
tion the hon. Member had indicated, and 
he assured him that the matter would 
be thoroughly inquired into. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON said he did hesi- 
tate about pressing this matter to a divi- 
sion. Hethanked the right hon Gentle 
man for the courteous way he had received 
him upon previous occasions. The right 
hon. Gentleman had not said anything 
about the inspectors, and he would like a 
few words from him upon that subject. 
Previously there were three inspectors, 
and a general inspector was appointed to 
assist. These inspectors, as a rule, had 
no knowledge of the work. The number 
of mills worked upon this system had 
considerably increased, and it was abso- 
lutely necessary that more men, with a 
practical knowledge of the work, who 
understcod how to take samples and 
check them, and make returns upon 
them, should be appointed. The right 
hon. Gentleman’s reply in regard to the 
failure to prosecute offenders under the 
Act was not satisfactory. He was afraid 
that the courts of justice in Lancashire 
were not sufficiently independent to 
apply the Act in an honest and fearless 
way. 
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*Mr, AKERS DOUGLAS said that a 
large number of magistrates were, on 
account of being connected with particu- 
luc trades, disqualified from acting in 
these matters. 
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*Mr. SHACKLETON said he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman's ex- 
planation. It was also said that the 
prosecutions having failed in previous 
cases they did not desire to bring up 
other cases and fail again. He knew 
that it was difficult to get the law admin- 
istered in the Courts in Lancashire, 
but that fact gave no satisfaction to 
those who felt aggrieved. No assurances 
were given. The fact that an in- 
guiry was going on had nothing what- 
ever to do with the present Act. An 
inquiry was held some years ago and, a 
definite agreement having been come.to, 
the agreement was embodied in the Act 
to which he had referred. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) directed the 
attention of the Home Secretary to one 
p»int which had been raised in the 
debate. In regard to most of the subjects 
raised the right hon. Gentleman had 
given assurances or pledges, but on the 
question of the inspection of laundries 
connected with conventual institutions 
he had given no promise at all. It had 
been suggested that, owing to the diffi- 
culties in the way, there was no possibility 
of legislation being brought in this session | 
or next session, and he supposed they | 
would have to look to another Govern. | 
ment for it. 
was a burning one, not only so far as the 
Ulster representatives were concerned, 
but this country also. The argument 
advanced against the inspection of con- 
ventual institutions was that there were 
good and holy people in them. All the 
more reason why they should be in- 
spected—for if good and holy people 
were in these places there was nothing 
to hide. The argument of the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool was that there was at present 
sufficient inspection, and in support of 
that contention had r-ad the report of 
an inspector who gave credit to the 
authorities of the institutions visited for 
having equipped them with all the 
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House that the report was given by 
the individual who had been speci- 
ally invited to see the institution, 
/and the places would consequently be 
in the good order of a house when a 
friend was invited to tea. Inspection 
_ by invitation ought not to be considered 
sufficient to justify exemption from the 
ordinary inspection. The feeling was 
very intense on this matter, inasmuch 
as within the past twelve months great 
scandals had taken place in an institu- 
tion known as the “Good Shepherd,” 
and in connection with which an attempt 
to get a Question on the Paper of the 
House had been ruled out of order. He 
,took that opportunity of entering his 
protest against such a proceeding and of 
asking the Home Secretary whether he 
could not, in the interests of the Pro- 
testant community of the United King- 
dom, see his way to put Catholic 
laundries on a level with other laundries, 
and have them worked under the Factories 
}and Workshops Act. A great Land Bill 
'was now before Parliament. Suppose 
‘they exempted Roman Catholics from 
‘that Bill, what a hullaballoo there would 
be—and rightly so—from the Benches 
|opposite! Why, if they were putting 
'inspectors into the workshops—— 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) asked whether the hon. Member 


' was in order in dealing with a question 


of future legislation. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I was just going 
to interrupt the hon. Member. I under- 
stand that this is a matter which can 
only be dealt with by fresh legislation, 
‘and, therefore, it would be out of order 
to discuss it on this Vote. 


Mr. SLOAN submitted to the Chair- 
man’s ruling, though he quite felt that 
when the Home Secretary referred to 
the fact that he could not under the 
present circumstances promise legislation, 
he might be in order in entering his 
protest against that decision. He would 
not pursue the subject further than to 
say that, as representing an Ulster 
constituency, it would not conduce to 





necessary accommodation and improve- the best interests of the people of this 
ments. He desired to point out to the country, nor to the good feeling which 
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denominations, that one party should be | all over Ireland. He urged that a 
exempt and another put under the rule. | permanent female inspector was required 
He trusted the right hon. Gentleman | in Ireland, and he hoped the Home Secre- 
would see his way to use some means, | tary would give this matter more generous 


ought to subsist amongst all religious | town was typical of what was happening 














or enter into some understanding, considerationthan his predecessor haddone. 


whereby these difficulties might be re-| 
moved and all institutions inspected 
under the Act. 


Mr. NANNETTI said he desired to call 
attention to the grievance of a class 
of people in Ireland, who were not 
able to defend themselves, namely, the | 
female workers. He had on several oc- 
casions brought under the notice of the | 
House theinadequacy of femaleinspectors 
with regard to Ireland. He was told by the 
right hon. Gentleman’s predecessor that 
the complaints would be looked into, but 
he was sorry to say that anything done 
so far to redeem that promise had not been 
sitisfactory. In Ireland, so far as female | 
workers were concerned, the Factories 
Act was a dead-letter. He was hopeful 
that the present Home Secretary would 
look into the matter, and that, if he 
could not appoint inspectors exclusively 
for Ireland, he would at least appoint 


additional inspectors in England, so that 


more assistance might be given in Ireland | 
by visiting inspectors in order that a stop 

might be put to sweating, overcrowding, | 
and long hours. Overtime was not only | 
worked by adults but by young girls | 
who were apprentices in several establish- 
ments throughout the country. He) 
claimed that Ireland should be treated in 

a more generous manner than at present | 
with regard to female inspectors. He | 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to state | 
the number of visits made to Ireland by | 
female inspectors, and the amount of time | 
they had spent in the country. It was | 
only last week that a meeting was held | 
ina town in Ireland to protest against | 
the present condition of things. The | 
meeting was presided over by a Roman | 
Catholic curate and he was supported by | 
a clergyman of another denomination. | 


The reverend gentleman who presided | 


stated the grievance felt by the female | 
workers through the failure of the. 
authorities to enforce the Act. The| 


outcome of the meeting was that the | 
poor girls immediately formed a trade | 
union for the purpose of protecting | 


themselves. What was going on in that 


Home Secretary. 


At their recent Conference in Derry the 
Irish Trades’ Congress passed a special 
resolution on the subject, a copy of 
which was sent to the right hon. the 
The same conditions 
existed in the country places as well as 
in large cities like Dublin and Belfast. 
He submitted that the right hon. 
Gentleman should give the people of 


Ireland that protection which the law 


pro ided for them, and which they did 
not get, simply because inspectors were 
not sent to that country. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he had 
listened very carefully to the remarks of 
the hon. Gentleman as to th: appoint- 
ment of a female inspector in Ireland. 
He could not give any definite promise 
at that moment, but he could assure 
the hon. Gentleman that he would make 
it his business to fully inquire into the 
facts, and to give the most careful 
attention to the matter. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he agreed 
with all that his hon. friend had said in 
regard to the necessity of inspection in 
Ireland. He begged leave to withdraw 


| his Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawns 
Original Question again proposeds 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said it was rather incon- 
venient for hon. Members to discuss the 
Mines Report unless they had it in their 
hands at an earlier period of the session. 
The right hon. the Home Secretary 
would remember that the hon. Member 
for Mid Durham and himself had the 
honour of introducing to him a deputa- 
tion of colliery winding-enginemen, who 
put before him two resolutions. The 
first referred to sanitation. There were 
some colliery engine-houses where there 
was absolutely no sanitary convenience 
about the place. The other point to 
which the right hon. Gentleman’s 
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attention had been directed was the 
necessity of tw. men being in an engine- 
house when men were ascending 
or descending the shaft. That was 
a very important question, because an 
engineman might be overcome when 
alone, and a fearful accident take place. 
He wished to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he had, as he promised the 
deputation, consulted the inspectors on 
these matters, and whether any pro- 
yress had been made in drafting regu- 
lations in regard to them. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he 
agreed that the hon. Gentleman had 
some reason for saying that it was very 
desirable that the reports of the in- 
spectors of mines should be in the hands 
oi Members before the Home Office 
Vote was discussed. He would make 
inquiries, and, if it could be done, it 
should be done in the future. As to 
the other points raised by the hon. 
Member for Wansbeck, he had not before 
him the final reports from the inspectors 
whom he had asked to inquire into the 
grievances. When he had come to a 
conclusion in the matter he would com- 
municate with the hon. Member. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
2usheliffe) said that while acknowledging 
the courteous reply of the Home Secre- 
tary in regard to the earlier presentation 
of Reports, he wished to strongly endorse 
al that had been said by his hon. friend. 
There was no reason whatever why 
not only the Home Office Reports but 
those of all other Departments should 
not be in the hands of Members before 
the last day of April. The Committee 
could not discuss the administration of 
the Reports without having these Reports 
in their hands. He wished to draw 
attention to quite another matter—viz., 
the administration of what was known 
as the Oruelty to Animals Act of 1876. 
A great agitation took place twenty-five 
years ago, and public opinion was very 
much excited by disclosures as to the 
terrible pain and suffering inflicted on 
many animals for the purpose of 
scientific investigation. A Royal Com- 


mission was appointed, which obtained | 
The | 


useful information on the subject. 
Mr, Fenwick. 
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Report of the men of great eminence 
who sat on that Commission was very 
far-reaching, and Lord Cross, then Mr. 
Cross, Home Secretary in the Govern- 
ment of that day, than whom no man 
had ever filled that position better, 
founded on that Report a very good Bill, 
which went through the House of 
Commons. But when the Bill reached 
the House of Lords, the scientific 
“interest” raised such an opposition 
to it, that Mr. Cross, very much 
against his own judgment, consented 
to a considerable mutilation on Clause 3 
in order to get the Bill through at the 
end of the Session in 1876. The hon. 
Member for Peckham some time ago 
introduced a Bill which would restore 
the Act of 1876 very much into the 
condition in which the Bill left the House 
of Commons, and, speaking broadly and 
generally, he would support that Bill. 
Section 3 of the Act placed the whole 
control of vivisection in the Home 
Office. There were some people who 
said that no painful experiment on a 
living animal should be made under any 
condition whatever. That was not his 
view. It was established before the 
Royal Commission of 1876 that it might 
be expedient to treat a living animal 
with a certain amount of pain under 
certain conditions for scientific investiga- 
tion, but that the operation should be 
strictly guarded. There was always an 
inclination on the part of scientists to try 
and make out that they were alone the 
judges in this matter ; that the scientific 
mind should be supreme ; that pain on 
the part of animals should not be re- 


‘garded in comparison with the pursuit 


of knowledge ; and that, therefore, they 
should free from all restrictions. 
They resented the provisions of the Act, 
and he did not say they tried to elude 
them, but they were in a constant state 
of dissatisfaction with them. He re- 
membered that when the Act was being 
discussed in 1876, Mr. Robert Lowe, 
afterwards Lord Lowe, moved an Amend- 
ment that any graduate of a university 
should be permitted to obtain a licence 
for making experiments on living animals 
whensoever he desired. But that Amend- 
ment was lost by a vast majority, and 
the House decided that the lay mind 
should be predominant. The right hon. 
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Gentleman the Home Secretary was a 
layman and single-minded, whereas most 
of his predecessors in office had been 
professional men. 


And, it being half-past seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY [14TH ALLOTTED DAY}. 
Considered in Gommittee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JerrrREYs (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


Crass IL 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £96,499, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Mareh 1904, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Office of His Majesty’s 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department and Subordinate Offices.” 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS said he believed 
that the right to inflict pain by way of 
experiment upon living animals ought to 
he very carefully restricted and guarded. 
Regulations should be imposed by the 
State. The Act of 1876 laid down that 
a person should not perform on living 
animals any experiment calculated to 
give pain, except subject to the re- 
strictions of that Act. The State 
therefore recognised that experiments 
on living animals were illegal and 
must be stopped except when performed 
under certain regulations. The Act 
of 1876 was satisfactory in his opinion’ 
The conditions and principles which 
underlaid the matter of painful ex- 


periments on living animals might be) 


taken to be three in number. In the 
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first place, the experiment must not 
be made except for a definite object or 
purpose. That was perfectly clear on 
the terms of the Act itself. Sub- 
section 4 of Section 3 showed that the 
experiment must be performed with a 
view to the advancement or new 


,discovery of physiological knowledge, 


or that it was useful for prolonging 
life, or for alleviating suffering. 
Those words governed the whole thing. 
Anything outside the clause was ipxo 


facto illegal. 


Then, in the next place, it must 
be done by a duly certified and 
qualified person. No one at large 
could perform these experiments. In 
the third place, it must be done on 
licensed premises. It could not be 
carried on anywhere and everywhere. 
The whole thing was governed by 
inspection, and it was rather as regarded 
inspection that he wanted to address 
himself more specifically to the Home 
Secretary. That right hon. Gentleman 
was the head of a great Department 
and had under him two inspectors— 
one for England, and one for Scotland, 
each of whom had certain geographical 
functions. But the most important 
thing to be considered was the character 
of the men, and some years ago that 
was not a very satisfactory matter. 
Tt was the duty of some hon. Members 
at that time to point out that the 
inspector then employed had been a 
declared admirer of the system of vivi- 
section, and might even be ranked as 
an adherent to the system. He did 
not think a man could properly fulfil 
the functions of an _ inspector—he 
would not go so far as to say that 
the inspector should be a declared 
anti-vivisectionist — but he could not 
do justice to his post unless he were 
a reasonable man with a fairly balanced 
mind, and did not enter upon his 
duties with any very strong or conceived 
opinions either for or against  vivi- 
section. He should be able to investigate 
matters with a calm and even judg- 
ment. That was all he asked, and if 
the right hon. Gentleman could assure 
the Committee on that point he would 
be perfectly satisfied. In years gone 
by the position was very different, but 
time must have dispossessed the person 
who was then holding office. He had 
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no personal knowledge of the present | 
inspectors, and he made no complaint 

with regard to the method of inspection. | 
The Home Secretary had a_ perfect, 
army of inspectors for mines and 

factories, and it was to be hoped that with 

regard to this matter of painful experi- 

ments on living animals the right, hon. 

Gentleman would seethat justice was done. 

His inspectors should investigate the. 
matters under their jurisdiction with 

judicial calm, and report upon them inthe 

same spirit. That was the attitude which 

he ventured to think the inspectors 

under this Act should adopt. He would 

further suggest, without desiring to 

east any reflections upon anyone, that | 
surprise visits should be adopted. That 

could be done without throwing any slur 

on the character of anyone, and he hoped 

that the gentleman who had to deal 

with painful experiments on _ living 
animals would be thin-skinned. 


His last point was as to the personal 
attitude of the Home Secretary. Hedid 
not think the right hon. Gentleman was 
slack or indifferent in this matter, but he 
hopedthat he wouldgive dueregard to the 


character of his inspectors, and to the way 
in which they performed their functions, 
and that he would see that the Act was 
carried out thoroughly and well. It was 
absolutely necessary that the Act passed 
in 1876 should be thoroughly carried 
out. He hoped that the Home Secretary 
would assure the Committee that he 
agreed with the three cardinal principles 
he had laid down, and that they would 
be able to close this discussion with the 
fecling that they had the right hon. 
Gentleman’s sympathy with them, and! 
that he would see that the Act was not 
a dead letter. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Can- 
berwell, Peckham) said he had listened 
with satisfaction to the extremely moder- 
ate speech of the lion. Member for the 
Rusheliffe Division. They might be 
sure that the Home Secretary did 
not regard this question in any way 
from a prejudiced point of view, but 
rather from a layman’s point of 
view. What was the question they 
were putting to the right hon. Gentle- 
man? At present there was a certain 
Act of Parliament which was passed in | 


Mr. John Ellis, 
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the year 1876. That Act had been 
modified, as some of them thought, inthe 
wrong direction. He believed there was 
a very strong feeling in the country 
among moderate people that the altera- 
tion made in the Act was a wrong 
alteration, and that some steps should be 
taken to restore the Act to the position 
in which it formerly stood. He did not 
suppose that any Member of that House 
—and certainly no Member on the 
opposite side—would regard him in any 
kind of way as a_ sentimental per- 
son, or as one likely to be actuated 
by sentimental motives. How was 
the Act, as it stood now, administered ? 
His hon. friend had stated that in coal 
mines and other industries the word of 
the mine-owner, however respectable he 
might be, was not taken conclusively as 
law, but steps were taken by independent 
people to see that the Act was obeyed. 
Licences were granted to certain people 
to make certain experiments, and there 
was very little, if any, provision made to 
see that these experiments were carried 
out in the spirit in which he was sure 
the Home Secretary granted the licences. 
The Reports made on those experiments 
were to a great extent prepared by the 
gentlemen who were licensed to carry 
them out. He was not one of those who 
thought that under no circumstances 
should vivisection be practised, but he 
did desire to see safeguards put on the 
practice, and that the experiments should 
only be carried on with a certain object 
in view—i.¢., with a desire to achieve 
something which would throw light on 
certain unknown subjects for the benefit 
of mankind, and not merely to show us 
what wasalready well-known, or merely 
to illustrate lectures in order to give stu- 
dents an opportunity of succeeding 
in their studies. He did not want to 
cast blame on any person who was 
desirous of advancing science, but they 
all knew that people were likely to be 
carried away from their better feelings 
when pursuing an interesting subject, and 
they must not pay too much attention to 
statements made by people who were 
personally interested. He believed he 
was right in thinking that the Home 
Secretary would approach this subject 
with a certain amount of consideration, 


/and that the right hon. Gentleman was 


prepared to take steps to more efficiently 
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safeguard the law as it at present existed. 
He hoped further that the right hon. 
Gentleman would say with what favour 
he regarded legislation which had for 
its object an improvement of the . existing 
law. The hon. Gentleman opposite had 
alluded to a Bill that he (Sir F. Banbury) 
hoped to soon introduce to the House, 
although the right hon. Gentleman could 
not approve that Bill. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! The hon. Member is out of order 
in discussing proposed legislation on this 
subject. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY accepted 
the Chairman’s ruling. He only wished 
to point out that the hon. Gentleman 
opposite had alluded to a Bill standing 
in his name, and he thought it might be 
in order to ask the Home Secretary what 
steps he proposed to take to stop what 
was recognised by a great number of 
people in this country to be a growing 
evil. Was the right hon. Gentleman 
prepared to take steps to see that for the 
future no licences would be given unless 
proper safeguards were observed, and to 
ensure that when a licence was given it was 
carried out in the manner in which it 
was intended to be carried out when 
given ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) was sure that no one would be more 
anxious to protect the rights and _privi- 
leges of animals than the Home Secretary. 
It had been his fortune, or misfortune, to 
have known the right hon. Gentleman 
for thirty years. His earliest recollection 
of him was that he was always accom- 
panied by a dog, and that he was always 
a good master of dogs and cats. First of 
all they had to elicit the sympathies of 
the right hon. Gentleman on the side of 
preventing, as far as possible, cruelties 
heing perpetrated in the name of scientific 
research upon those humble sentient 
creatures who were more or less placed 
in our care and under our charge. It 
reflected well on the House of Commons 
that it could give a few minutes to the 
consideration of the rights and privileges 
of creatures that had no voices to be 
heard on the subject of preferential 
tariffs, and did not even understand the 
difference between Chamberlainism and 
Ritchieism. The Committee were very 
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fortunate in having this discussion at the 
present time of the year. The Report 
was very interesting reading. He wished 
with all earnestness that the English 
ublic could realise the Act of 1876—a 
Jivisection Act which was supposed to 
protect the rights of animals, but which 
had done exactly the reverse. It had 
safeguarded excessive vivisection ; it had 
protected on paper cruelty, and it had 
protected on paper scientific research, 
which was not scientific research but 
cruelty. The Report was not a judicial 
document, but an «pologia for increased 
protection of vivisection. They could 
not dissociate themselves from the idea 
that these men, holding licences for 
experimenting upon living animals, 
were members, and honoured members, 
of the surgical profession; that they were 
bound by professional feeling not to go 
against their own class ; and that that tone, 
feeling, idea, and aspect had been en- 
gendered for years and years in their 
minds. It conld not be otherwise but 
that the sight of suffering, which at first 
moved one so strongly, should afterwards 
become less keen as one became more 
hardened. When it was contended that 
vivisection was useful and necessary, it 
was utterly impossible for those gentle- 
men to approach it in a spirit to ascertain 
whether it was cruel or not. With that 
environment of mind those gentlemen 
were not competent to deal with the 
question. The names of the institutions 
which were licensed for  vivisection 
occupied forty-three pages of the Re- 
port ; but there was only one inspector and 
an assistant-inspector to inspect them all. 
The institutions were scattered all over 
the country ; but the travelling expenses 
of the two inspectors were limited to £100 
a year. If they visited all the institu- 
tions, and if they made surprise visits, 
clearly their travelling expenses would be 
far more. The Chief Inspector received 
£315 a year, and his assistant £210. 
Those salaries were paid, not for the 
inspection of the institutions licensed for 
vivisection, but in order to lull the public 
conscience as to what went on. The 
£525 which was paid for inspection was 
so much moral morphia to deaden the 
public conscience. He would recommend 
his right hon. friend not to attend a 
vivisection operation with a revolver in 
his hand; he himself would not be re- 
sponsible for the consequences. 
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The Report stated that during the year 
the usual inspections had been made, and 
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that the animals were found every- 
where to be suitably lodged and 
well-cared for. An earlier Report 


stated, however, that the best experi- 
ments had been carried out in connection 
with food, which of course meant that 
the animals were being starved. Then, 
as if to save their faces, the inspectors 
mentioned a case in which a man who 
had been licensed to vivisect dogs and 
cats, extended his prerogative to guinea- 
pigs. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would ask his mentors at the Home 
Office for information he would find 
that since the Act of 1876 was passed 
not one vivisector had ever been fined a | 
penny or imprisoned for an hour, or 
deprived of his certificate, though some- 
times the certificate was suspended. He 
was, therefore, right in stating that all 
this was a mere matter of administration, 
and that the animals were worse off 
after the Act of 1876 than they were 
before. The Act had operated as an 
anodyne to the public mind. Persons 
who objected to vivisection were called 
faddists ; and he himself was very proud 
that he was a faddist in that connection. 
He found that during the last year there 
had been sixty-two aspirants to diplomas 
as vivisectionists; and there were no 
fewer than 3,261 more experiments in 
1902 than in 1901. He would ask hon. 
Members who would not see a dog or a 
cat, or the humblest sentient being, 
injured to consider that. 


Further, it should not be imagined that 
each experiment only meant one operation 
on one animal, An operation was a 
series of scientific researches on various 
animals, and was oftentimes conducted 
by very unskilful hands, and by men 
who knew no more about the physiology 
of a sentient being than a child who 
broke up a watch did of its mechanism. 
It would have been thought, from 
the Report, that the animals were rather 
the better for the operations performed 
on them. He wondered how the gentle- 
man who wrote that Report would feel 
if he burnt his finger with a cigar. 
The experiments involved the removal 
of important organs, and even parts of | 
the brain. The vivisectionists watched 
the various results just as persons look 


at the retort in a chemical experiment. | 


Mr. Swift Mac Neill. 
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They even seemed to think that it did 
more good than harm to have part of 
an animal’s brain removed; and they 
were the gentlemen who were the 
protectors of animals, and who would 
not allow them to be cruelly treated. 
His hon. friend had spoken hotly of the 
mutilation of animals for the pleasure 
of medical students; and another hon. 
Gentleman stated that he did not think 
animals were vivisected in the lecture 
room. But in the Report it was stated 
that no less than 171 experiments had 
been conducted in lecture rooms. Was 
that right or proper? Dr. Houghton, 
who was one of the Senior Fellows of 
Trinity College and a great scientific 
and medical man, opposed the practice 
of vivisection altogether, because he did 
not wish, as he said, to make the medical 
students under his care young devils. 
The 171 experiments did not mean only 
171 animals; it meant a whole series of 
scientific research ; and the statement in 
the Report was part of the deception, no 
doubt unconscious, which it presented. 
Was there ever a more amusing 
claim for humanity made, except perhaps 
the claim of the old woman who, when 
remonstrated with for skinning live eels, 
said: “ Oh, Sir, they are accustomed to it, 
and don’t mind it at all.” He would 
like to send the Report to Mr. W. S. 
Gilbert for his next comic opera. The 
experiments which were performed with 
an anesthetic numbered nearly 12,000, 
and were mainly innoculations ; and they 
were defending it on the ground that 
they were not painful. Hut the innocu- 
lations were conducted to convey fever. 
diphtheria, and every other disease that 
human flesh was heir to. According to 
the Report those experiments lasted 
during the whole period from the ad- 
ministration of the drug, or the injection, 
until the animal recovered from _ its 
effect, which possibly meant a period of 
several days. The animal was, he 
believed under an anesthetic for the 
most serious innoculations; and it was 
admitted in the Report that the passing 
of a particular disease might lead to a 
fatal termination. In the event of pain 


/as a result of innoculation, and in no 


case in which an innoculation was effec- 
tual did pain not ensue, a condition 
attached to the licence required that the 
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animal should be placed under an anes- 
thetic until the main result of the ex- 
periment was attained. Who was to be 
the judge of the maintenance of the ex- 
periment? Was it the man who 
performed it? Such a system was 
simply intolerable. One effect of the 
system of vivisection was a tendency 
to transfer itself to the human frame; 
and that was why the poor had such a 
terror of going into hospitals and submit- 
ting themselves to the unsympathetic and 
cruel hands of the experimentalists. 
There was no remedy for the disease of 
cancer ; yet what could be thought of a 
man who, merely as an experiment, trans 
ferred that disease to a sentient being ? 
What had the Home Secretary, as a 
feeling man, to say to that; the right 
hon. Gentleman himself would give his 
life ten times over to prevent. others 
suffering. Was he not bound to pay 
attention to such a matter as that? If 
he would presume to put himself in the 
position of such an exalted man as the 
Home Secretary, he would cross-examine 
the inspectors with as little sympathy as 
an Irish Member cross-examined the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. He would 
ask the inspectors if they visited vivisec 
tion dens when everything was swept 
and garnished; and if they told the 
doctors that it was merely a formal visit ; 
and that a proper certificate would be 
given. What he wished to impress 
upon the British public was, that 
the Act of 1876 was a _ sham 
and was not properly administered. 
There were two papers in London which 
did not reflect his views completely, but 
they had rendered enormous service in 
this matter; one was the Daily News 
and the other the Morning Leader. 
It was obvious that the two inspectors 
did not discharge the duties they were 
expected to discharge. He would like to 
know why there had been no en- 
largement of the staff of inspec- 
tors; why the number of vivisection 
licences and vivisection dens and 
operations had increased. He should 
also like to know what care had been 
taken to put animals which had been 
operated on out of pain. One of the im- 
postures in the Report was that it was 
stated year after year that the experi- 
ments were painless. He admitted that 





the operations themselves were painless, 
but the after results were not. The 
waking-up after an anesthetic was any- 
thing but painless. They ought not to 
do to poor dumb creatures what they 
would not do to themselves ; and, as far 
as he was concerned, he would never lose 
an opportunity of protesting against the 
present system. He admitted he had 
no power ; but if he had he would aboli-h 
vivisection altogether in every shape and 
form. He did not believe it was useful 
for scientific research, or for any other 
reason. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman in the matter; and he was 
sure he would get a sympathetic answer. 
Let the right hon. Gentleman take the 
matter into his own hands; and let him 
recollect the dog which he owned, and 
which he himself was acquainted with at 
Oxford, and remember what efforts he 
would make to prevent that dog being 
ill-treated. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said he had listened to the speech of 
the hon. Member with great interest, 
and as far as he could make out its main 
point was the necessity for proper in- 
spection. He, therefore, hoped to have 
the support of the hon. Gentleman when 
he referred to the question of laundries. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he would 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman that it 
might be more convenient for the proper 
order of debate that the matter to which 
he referred should be first disposed of. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said 
that was not a point of order, but merely 
a matter of the convenience of the Com- 
mittee. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON said he 
wished to draw attention to a Report 
which dealt with allegations in connection 
with charitable laundries. In Ireland 
there were three Protestant Institutions 
and twenty-two Roman Catholic Institu- 
tions. He did not make any accusation 
whatever against them ; he believed the 
motives for which they were established 
were excellent ; and as a rule they dealt 
with an unfortunate class of society which 
deserved all their sympathy. But they 
were also great trading concerns; as 
his hon. friend said, they were at the 
present moment making many thousands 
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a year profit in competition with other 
laundries, and quite apart from any 
religious difficulty they certainly should 
be subjected to inspection, if only as a 
matter of fair-play. Two years ago he 
brought that matter forward, and was 
defeated, but he was sure that when the 
Home Secretary looked at the Report he 
would realise the gravity of the difficulty. 
It was all very well to say that these 
institutions were properly conducted. 
Personally he knew nothing against 
them, but still it was necessary to bear in 
mind that the people employed in them 
could not effectually complain of their 
treatment. Parliament ought therefore 
to step in and see that the trade was 
carried on under proper inspection, 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! I must remind the right hon. 
Member that it is impossible to provide 
for the inspection of Convent laundries 
without fresh legislation. 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON hoped he 
was in order in pointing out the necessity 
for inspection. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We 
are discussing the administration of the 
Home Office, which has no power at 
present to inspect these laundries. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON said that 
under the circumstances he would sub- 
mit that it was undesirable that any 
trade should be carried on unless outside 
inspection was possible. 


*Sir MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University) said he sympathised with 
the impulses of those who opposed vivi- 
section, because he recognised in them 
the conviction that real humanity was 
not humanity to man only, but to all 
the things around us. For that very 
reason he resented, he thought he might 
siy justly, the terms which were applied 
to the profession to which he belonged, 
such as “devilish,” ‘‘hellish.”’ “ fiendish,’ 
‘‘ torture den,’ and “ vivisection den.” 
Did the Committee for a moment think 
the medical profession consisted of 
devils ? If they did, let them follow the 
advice of the hon. Member for Donegal 


and abolish vivisection altogether. What | ; 
‘and vivisection be discontinued. The 


would they do if they abolished vivi- 


section altogether ? Vivisection experi- | 


Colonel Saunderson. , 
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ments were not carried on with the 
clear certainty that the result obtained 
would immediately suggest a cure for 
any particular evil belonging to man- 
kind. The result was a contribution to 
the general knowledge of mankind, and 
an enlargement of the power of mzn- 


'kind. The increase of medical power 


that occurred year by year was due to 
the increase of medical science. Medical 
science from the time of Galen to the 
present time had been based in part on 
vivisection. It was based on many 
things—on observations on men, on 
observations on dead things, on observa- 
tions on dead animals, and on experi- 
ments on living animals. Those elements 
were all interwoven, so that we could 
not pick out any part of the advance of 
knowledge as belonging to this head or 
that; and if we withdrew experiments 
on living matter the whole would fall 
together asa confused heap. The results 
which had been obtained in regard to 
malaria, as a consequence of which 
West Africa had become. an entirely 
different place from what it used to he 
for the white man to live in, were not 
due to seeking a particular cure, but to 
the advance of general science. So it 
was with cancer. If the efforts of 
scientific men were not trammelled by 
unnecessary restrictions they would in 
time be able to make out the natural 
history of the nature of cancer, and 
when they had done that, the cure 
would come at once. For the general 
advance of medical science they demanded 
that experiments on living animals should 
be continued. Physiologists had accepted 
the Act, and had loyally observed it, 
and he appealed to successive Home 
Secretaries to say if they had not done 
so. The persons who were licensed to 
carry out theexperimentscould betrusted ; 
there was the further safeguard of 
inspection by inspectors, who loyally 
did their duty, who made surprise 
visits, and who at once reported any 
abuse of the Vivisection Act. Could 
not the licensed persons be trusted in 
their efforts to arrive at the truth, 
which they desired for the benefit of 
mankind? Could they not be trusted 
with such safeguards? If they could 
not be trusted, then let that be said 


descriptions heard of experiments were 
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not true descriptions. One great object 
ot the physiologist was that for the sake 
of the results pain should be abolished 
altogether, and a very large amount of 
the progress in recent years was due to 
the fact that the operations could be 
carried on without pain. It was only 
when in a few rare cases pain was part 
of the study that anesthetics were not 
used, and when pain or _ sensations 
was the subject of inquiry, physio- 
logists had not shrunk from experi- 
menting on themselves. When a 
nerve was divided there was loss 
of movement and loss of sensation ; 
atter a while the nerve united, and 
there was return of movement and 
sensation. In experiments on animals 
they could judge of the return of move- 
ment, but it was difficult to judge of 
the return of sensation. A friend of 
his had a nerve in his arm divided in 


order that he might study the return of | 
it caused him | 


sensation. He found 
little pain, and only inconvenience for a 
short time; the loss of 
was brief. That 
experiment such as was carried on 
in laboratories, and gave 
results. The Home Secretary, through 
his inspectors, who, though they 
belonged to the medical profession, 
were able to’ thoroughly carry out their 


duties, had adequate means of prevent- | 


ing any abuse of the Act; and an even 
surer safeguard was in the fact that 
physiologists had no desire to abuse the 
Act, and simply wished to carry on 
— researches for the benefit of man- 
<ind. 


*Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) 
said the Committee might contrast the 
tone of the brutal vivisector with that 
of the soft-hearted gentleman who 
introduced the subject. In the strongest 
manner he wished to repudiate the 
epithets that had been used towards his 
profession. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said hesimply 
repeated the statement of a well-known 
man that he would not allow vivisection 
in the University of Dublin because it 
might tend to make the medical 
students young devils. 


{25 JUNE 1903} 
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was an _ ordinary | 


valuable | 
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*Sirk MICHAEL FOSTER: The hon. 
Member certainly used the phrase 
“‘ vivisection dens” ; [resent that. He 
also spoke of the tortures there inflicted ; 
I emphatically resent that. And he 
spoke of med'cal students as “ young 
devils ” ; I object to that. 


Mr: SWIFT MACNEILL: I cannot 
allow my character to be assailed. What 
I said was that the doctor to whom I 
referred stated he would not allow vivi- 
section in the University of Dublin 
because it had a tendency to make 
medical students young devils. 


*Dr. HUTCHINSON said that as his 
observations had drawn a recantation 
|from the hon. Member he had not 
| wasted the time of the Committee. 
Apparently, the man who received the 
| greatest honour in the House was the 
/man who took most lives, such as the 
| soldier who killed a large number of 
| 





men. But the object and sphere of the 
members of the medical profession was 
‘to save life and prevent suffering. If 
a Member of the House was ill, or had 
suffering in his family, who was the 
person called in? It was one of the 
men who had obtained his skill and 
knowledge from this “horrible” vivi- 
section. A laboratory ought not to be 
looked upon as a kind of butcher’s shop ; 
it was nothing of the sort. He hoped 
'the House would continue to keep a 
soft corner in its heart for the noble 
| profession to which he had the honour 
| to belong. 


| 
| *Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said hecould 
not complain of the manner in which this 
subject had been brought forward, but 
he was bound to say that if everybody 
who approached this rather painful 
|subject would study the extreme 
moderation of the clear statement of the 
hon. Member for London University 
they would be much more readily and 
cheerfully listened to. The hon. Member 
for the Rushceliffe Division and the hon. 
Member for Peckham had assured the 
Committee that they were not to be 
included in the category of anti-vivisec- 
tionists ;‘they simply desired that the 
existing Act should be carefully 
| administered, and possibly amended in 
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order to make the administration more 
effective. They did not go so far as the 
hon. Member for South Donegal, who 
described himself as a root-and-branch 
opponent of all experiments on live 
animals. The hon. Member had 
described his ideal inspector—a reason- 
able man, with a well-balanced mind and 
no pre-conceived opinions. 
agreed with the hon. Member, and he 
would assure the Committee that those 
were exactly the qualifications possessed 
by the present chief inspector, Dr. 
Thane, and he thought he could say the 
same of his assistant. In that respect the 
country could not be in better hands. As 
to the conditions under which vivisection 
was permitted in this country, the Act 
ot 1876 was based on the almost unani- 
mous report of a Royal Commission, 
and the hon. Member for the Rushcliffe 
Division had admitted that the Bill as 
introduced was a mo-t proper measure. 


but complained that it was altered in its | 


later stages. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: In another place. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that, at 
any rate, the principle of the Bill was 
approved by the hon. Member. If 
Members desired, as did the hon. 
Member for South Donegal, to prohibit 
all experiments on living animals, they 
must obtain the repeal of that Act. All 
he had to do was to adininister the Act 
as he found it, and he could assure 
the Committee the greatest precautions 
were taken in its administration. He 
thoroughly appreciated the responsibilities 
which the Act devolved upon his Depart- 
ment ; in fact, there was hardly anything 
connected with the duties of the Home 
Office which gave him a greater sense of 
responsibility than the administration of 
this Act. 
animals himself, and would be the last 
person in the world to permit suffering 
to be inflicted upon them which was not 
accompanied by greater benefits to the 
human race—much less to permit un- 
necessary suffering. He would like to 
explain to the Committee the practice of 
the Home Office in regard to the granting 
of licences. Applications for all came 
before the Home Secretary personally, 
and they were carefully inquired into and 
signed by him. No licence or certificate 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 
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He was a great lover of dumb | 
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was granted except on the recommendation 
of an eminent medical man, such as the 
president of the College of Physicians or 
the president of the College of Surgeons, 
or without reference to the Society for 
the Propagation of Scientific Research. 
Care was taken to see that the licencee 
was a person whose qualifications were 
undoubted, whose boni fides were beyond 
|dispute, and whose desire for purely 
scientific research was unquestioned. 
The Secretary of State never allowed an 
experiment unless he was satisfied that it 
|was for a proper and an adequate 
| scientific object, that it was to be per- 
| formed by a properly-trained and com- 
| petent person, and that it would be 
| conducted with every precaution against 





| unnecessary pain being inflicted. The 
| experiments were divided into three 


| classes. In the first class the animal was 
under complete anesthesia from the 
beginning to the end of the experiment, 
and was painlessly killed before it became 
|conscious. In such cases no pain what- 
ever could be inflicted. Those cases 
were about one-eighth of the whole. In 
the second class of cases the animal 
was under complete anesthesia during the 
experiment, but was allowed to recover 
consciousness and to live under observa- 
tion, so that the effect of the operation 
might be noted. The experiments in this 
class though fewer in number were 
of the greatest importance. They were 
most fruitful in increasing — scientific 
| knowledge, and leading to the amelior- 
ation of human suffering and the curing 
of disease. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS asked whether those 
were the experiments under Sub-section 
(3) of the proviso of Clause 3. 





*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said yes, 
}and that they were allowed only on 
comparatively rare occasions ; they num- 
bered oniy about one-twentieth of the 
whole, and they were hedged in with 
every restriction. The actual operation 
was performed under anesthetics, with 
antiseptics, and if suppuration or pain 
ensued the animal was immediately killed. 
The third class of experiments were per- 
formed without anesthetics. [In this class 
noexperiment whatever was allowed which 
involved greater pain than that caused by 
a simple hypodermic injection. It would 
be almost absurd to describe the prick ofan 
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inoculating needle as an operation. Even | 
in these operations the animal was de- | 
stroyed at once if any pain resulted, 
When the licence was granted the licencee | 
was bound to make reports to the | 
inspector. He was always liable to visits | 
from the inspector, and those visits were | 
practically always surprise visits. As an 
additional security, no experiments were 
allowed in private places. Nearly always | 
they were allowed only in great medical 
schools and in the laboratories of patho- 
logical institutions. Last year 319 persons 
were licensed, of whom 112 didnot perform 
any experisnent. It was true that there 
was an increase of sixty-two, but that 
increase was due to an alteration in the 
termination of the year during which 
the statistics were taken. Hitherto the 
statistics had been taken from 31st 
December to 31st December; but the 
last report dated from 31st December, 
1901, to 28th February, 1903. There 
were twenty-six towns in the United 
Kingdom in which registered places 
were situated, and in those only could 


experiments be performed. Of the 
sixty-two registered places in those 
towns seventeen were in London. 


Every registered place was visited by the 
inspector every year, and sometimes 
several times a year, and the inspector 
was in constant communication with 
the licencees all over the country. It 
was the duty of the inspector to make 
himself personally acquainted with the 
methods by which experiments were 
performed, and wherever the conditions 
of the licence were violated the severest | 
notice was taken of it and if necessary 
the licence was revoked. Successive 
Secretaries of State had inclined to 
the view that the appointment of 
additional inspectors was not as yet 
necessary. If it could .be proved to 
him that there was immediate necessity 
for the appointment of additional in- 
spectors, he should certainly see that 
they were appointed. Successive Home 
Secretaries—and he included himself in 
this category — had been among the 
severest critics of vivisection. They 
had not been content to take things 
for granted, but had taken an interest | 
in seeing that precautions were properly 
observed. There was no reason what- | 
ever to think that this matter was left | 


entirely in the hands of the inspectors | of vivisection altogether. To carry on 
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without ever coming to the knowledge 
of the head of the Department. Al- 
though the number of experiments had 
increased during the last quarter of a 
century the increase was really trifling 
except with respect to the experiments 
included under Table III. (B)—viz., ex 
periments of the nature of simple inocu- 
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| lations. These experiments rarely caused 
|any real suffering, and were conducted 


with the greatest possible care. They 
were performed not only for pur- 
poses of research in connection with 
special scientific objects, but were 
constantly performed on behalf of public 
authorities. Some were undertaken for 
the benefit of the House of Com- 
mons itself in order to test the condi- 
tions under which hon. Members lived 
there, some for the Local Government 
Board, some for the Royal Commission 
on Tuberculosis, some for the Board of 
Agriculture, others for County Councils 
and other municipal corporations. They 
had all been justified by the results 
obtained. He would only say, in con- 
clusion, that his own control was 
exercised with the greatest care and a 
full appreciation of his responsibility. 
He was always open to listen to criticism, 
and when any bond fide case was submitted 
to him he would see that it was probed 
to the bottom. It would be almost 
impossible to improve upon the admini- 
stration of the Acts exeept on the point 
that it was necessary, as it might be, to 
increase the number of inspectors. He 
doubted whether the ability of the 
recognised 
and whether they were adequately re- 
munerated considering their ability and 
the amount of work they did. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman for the full manner in 
which he had dealt with the question, 
and, while adhering to what he had said, 
admitted that the tone and spirit of the 
Home Secretary's reply left nothing to 
be desired. 


Mr. T. P. O}; CONNOR said he wished 
to say that if he thought experiments 
were carried on as described in some 
publications, or as he believed they 
were carried on in France and 
Germany, he should urge the abolition 
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anesthetics, without a hope or promise|said that before he dealt with the 


of any definite result, would not meet 
with approval. He had gone into the 
matter with some care, and he believed 
that the experiments were carried on 
in this country with every reasonable 
safeguard. Did his hon. friend deny 
that some of the most beneficent changes 
in medical science had been partly 
brought about by vivisection? In view 
of this fact was it not justifiable to 
make experiments with anesthetics for 
the benefit of medical science ? His hon. 
friend the Member for South Donegal 
had expressed some feeling for the 
lower animals, but he thought he ought 
o have some feeling also for the higher 
animals. It was well known that 
diphtheria defied medical science a few 
years ago, and when a medical man 
saw a child being slowly choked to 
death by this disease he used to be 
absolutely unable to prevent it. At 
the present time diphtheria could be 
relieved and cured, and that result 
was largely due to vivisection. Dr. 
Pasteur would never have accomplished 
the great results he had achieved but 
for vivisection. Let the Committee 
consider for a moment the progress 
which had been made in regard to 
surgical operations on the brain. A few 
years ago it was considered that the 
brain could not be touched without 
destruction of life, but now experiments 
were being performed daily on the 
brain, and those experiments which had 
largely transformed medical science 
would have been almost impossible 
without vivisection. Again, there was 
the operation for appendicitis, which had 
saved more lives than anything else in 
surgical science. That had been made 
possible by vivisection experiments. In 
che face of these facts, he asked his hon. 
friend to extend some of the overflowing 
sympathy to humanity which he ex- 
tended to the lower animals. Under 
the safeguards of the Home Office, 
vivisection experiments were properly 
carried out, and it would be a great loss 
to medical science if they were not 
allowed to continue. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 








question of the police force he ought to 
state his reasons for bringing the 
question on in connection with this Vote. 
He did so because on a previous occasion 
the Chairman pointed out that this was 
the proper Vote to deal with the subject, 
because it dealt with the policy of the 
Home Secretary as regarded the police. 
His complaint affected some 2,000 
police constables within the County of 
London, or one-seventh of the entire 
force. They were married men, and their 
grievance was that they had to perform 
exactly similar duties under precisely 
similar circumstances as_ their fellow- 
constables, and yet they received ls. 6d. 
per week less pay. 


Some three years ago the Council 
of the City ot London, finding that 
the rentals throughout the Metropolis 


generally had increased to such an 
extent as to raise the price of living 
generally for the working classes, 
came to the conclusion that their 


constables were insufficiently paid as 
compared with the rate of pay they 
received some years previously ; and, 
actuated by a right and proper feeling, 
they decided to raise the pay of their 
constables by 3s. a week. He im- 
mediately suggested to the Home 
Secretary that he should deal in a 
similar manner with the members of the 
Metropolitan police force. Eight or nine 
months had elapsed before any action 
whatever was taken, and at the end of 
that time the Home Secretary, instead 
of granting an increase of 3s., gave them 
an increase of ls. 6d., and 1s. 6d. more 
in the shape of a rent aid which he con- 
fined to those members of the police 
force who were married and living 
within boroughs, and he excluded all! 
those men in the urban or rural districts 
outside boroughs but within the area of 
the County of London. At that time an 
appeal case was going on as regarded 
pensions, and it was decided that allow- 
ances were not pensionable. The natural 
result was that every man in the force 
believed that he had been given one 
half of his increase in this way in order to 
avoid the infinitesimal sum by which the 
pension would be increased. When he 
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made this statement to the late Home 
Secretary he pointed out that no such 
reason ever entered his mind, and that 
the idea was that in those districts house 
rent was lower. As a matter of fact, 
owing to increased means of communica- 
tion, rents were almost as high in one 
part as another, and, where they were not 
so high, facilities for cheap markets were 
so great that this counteracted the 
small difference there was between the 
He should like to point out the 
injustice of this arrangement. Take, as 
an example, the case of Highgate. There 
a police station was moved about 150 
vards outside the borough boundary, and 
in consequence of that the constables at 
that station ought notto receive this ls. 6d. 
per week, although their duties took them 
into the borough, yet they did. In Kilburn 
there was a new police station about 150 
vards outside the boundary of the borough, 
und although the men stationed there 
were doing duty within the borough they 
were deprived of this 1s. 6d. a week extra 
pay, whereas the men in the borough 
received it. In the borough of Ealing, 
which had recently been constituted a 
borough, they received at once the ls. 6d. 
extra pay, whereas their comrades doing 
duty near them did not receive it. The 


rents. 


reserve men did special duty which was 
not confined to any particular district, 
hut any reserve man attached to a station 
within a borough in the Metropolitan 
Police area received this ls. 6d., but those 
who were attached to a station outside the 
boroughs in the Metropolitan Police 
area were deprived of that Ils. 6d. 
He could not conceive of anything more 
calculated to cause well-founded dis- 
They had 


an illustration of this during the late war. 


content in a force than this. 


The last batch of Imperial Yeomanry 
received 5s. a day, whereas the Infantry 
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only received 1s. a day, and this caused 
a great deal of discontent. It was the 
duty of the Government to do everything 
in their power to prevent such a state of 
things as that arising in the police force ? 
On the 30th May last year when he 
brought this question before the Com- 
mittee what was the Home Secretary’s 
apology for not dealing out even-handed 
justice to the whole of the police force ? 
The reason he gave was that it would 
costa sum of £140,000 to the ratepayers, 
but he did not state that there had been 
an increase in the population within the 
area of the County of London of about 
50,000 per annum. He had made some 
inquiries into the cost of this change, and 
instead of being £140,000, he thought 
the real cost to give this 1s. 6d. to all 
the men outside boundaries of boroughs 
would be about £10,000. As a matter of 
fact, he thought it would not exceed 
£8,000, which would be a mere drop in 
the ocean, and would not add one single 
farthing to the rates. Owing to the 
great increase of wealth and population, 
the rateable value of the area of the 
county of London was increasing by 
leaps and bounds ; therefore there was 
throwing an extra 
burden upon the ratepayers. He had 
received a Resolution from one of the 
Councils urging the necessity for taking 
He could 
not understand upon what principle these 


no question of 


some action in this matter. 


men were not given this extra ls. 6d. 
who lived outside the borough boundaries. 
There was one borough which for over 
three-quarters of a mile bordered upon | 
an Urban District Council area, and on 
one side of the road the men, doing the 
same duty as on the other side, and 
living in the same building under the 
same conditions, drew ls. 6d. per week 


more than the others. He could see no 
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At the present 


tion the Home Secretary was prepared to | ‘time, the line was drawn in such a way 


give. 


*CapTain) BALFOUR 
Hornsey) said the hon. 
Newington had 


Member for 
spoken only of the 
Metropolitan boroughs, but it was not a 
case of the Metropolitan boroughs only, 
but of the whole area of Greater London. 
Representations had been made to the 
Home Secretary as to the unevenness of 
the application of this allowance of 1s. 6d. 
per week. If a policeman resided in a 
borough he got the allowance, but if he 
lived in Willesden, because it was not a 
borough he would not get that allowance. 
His own constituency in a 


was very 


peculiar position. A portion of it was 


not now a borough, and the constable | 


did not receive this ls. 6d., whereas this 
portion would probably be, by next 
November, constituted a borough, and, 
consequently, the 
get this extra allowance of ls. 6d. It 
did not necessarily follow that because a 
district was a borough it was cheaper to 
live in than an Urban District Council 
On the contrary, in Kingston, 
which was a borough, the people lived 
cheaper than outside. It had been said 
that frequently policemen applied to be 
transferred outside the 


area. 


borough where 
they would not get this 1s. 6d. extra, but 
they, no doubt, did this 


reasons. A constable might have been 


for family 


recommended to go outside the borough 
by his medical man, and often he was 
ready to do this and sacrifice the extra 
pay. 
ably be satisfied with a couple of rooms, 


In London a constable might prob- 


(Middlesex, 
‘tween London and Greater London, but 


constables would then | 


that they had dodging in and about the 
| boroughs Urban District Council areas. 
No doubt the line could be drawn be- 


that would not get over the difficulty. 
If they could draw a distinct line which 
included the whole Metropolitan Police 
Force in the whole area of Greater 
London, he thought that 
reasonable, because outside that area the 
police were under different jurisdiction. 


would be 


| Here they had an area administered from 


one centre, and the line drawn was in- 
distinguishable to any person travelling 


through the country. That line gave a 


| constable living in one street an advan- 


tage over a constable living in the next 
street. He was aware that the Metro- 
politan Police Force was considered to be 
one of the best forces in Great Britain, 
but he knew there was a feeling that the 
line drawn was a unfair one. 
He should like 
the ratepayers would be affected. He 
had been told that the sum required 
would be somewhat larger than the hon. 
Member for Newington had stated, and 
that would be nearer £17,000 than 
£8,000. He should like to know how 
the expense of the police was distributed 
at the present time. Did the ratepayers 
outside the area of boroughs contribute 


very 


to know how far 


anything towards the lodging allowance 


| given to the police inside the boroughs ? 


If the whole of this £17,000 was to fall 
on a certain section of the ratepayers it 
would prove to be a very heavy expense. 
If this rent aid allowance was included 


|in a lump sum over the whole Metro- 
but in the districts outside the boroughs | 


it was not so easy to get a couple of. 


rooms, and he often had to take a house. | 


Captain Norton. 


politan Police area, then that would be a 
much less burden than it would be if it 
fell only upon the particular districts 
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affected. It would make but a slight 
addition to the rates, and he was sure 
the ratepayers would be willing to give 
what was required in order to secure 
satisfaction in the police force. The 
request was brought forward last year, 
and resisted by the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who was then the 
He hoped the present 
holder of the office would not view it in 


Home Secretary. 
the same light. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) joined in 
the appeal to the Home Secretary to do 
something for the police. He was not 
much concerned whether the sum 
involved was £8,000 or £17,000. In 
either case it was not a large sum when 
one considered that a penny rate on the 
rateable produced 
£160,000, and if the rate covered Greater 
London the amount produced would be 
nearly £250,000. He asked the Home 
Secretary to treat the police force as 


value of London 


every employer treated his workmen, 
that was to give them one day’s rest a 
week. At present the police only got 
one day off in thirteen days. The public 
were continually complaining that the 
men did not do this, that, and the other, 
but looking to their conditions, how 
could they expect them to be even half 
as good as they were? It was sad that 
they got seven days’ holiday in the year, 
but that did not cover the case at all. 
If the Home Secretary would look at the 
reports of complaints against the police, 
he would find that they were usually 
made at the end of a wearying day, or 
near the end of the period when an 
officer was to get one day’s holiday in 
thirteen. A policeman had not only to 
protect an enormous amount of property, 
but also the lives and limbs of the 
citizens in regulating the traffic. He had 
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to be not only a soldier, but a lawyer as 
well, and for that work he scarcely got 
enough pay to enable him to live, let 
alone keep a wife and family. He asked 
the Home Secretary whether it would 
not be possible for his Department to 
undertake the duty of looking after the 
manufacture and storage of explosives 
in Government establishments, as well as 
in other places. He hada report in his 


hand 
stating that notwithstanding the large 


which contained a paragraph 
increase in the manufacture of e xplosives, 
the average number of deaths had greatly 
decreased since the passing of the 
Explosives Act. That was to say that 
wherever the Home Office inspectors 
were allowed to go in and have something 
to do with the regulation of the manu- 
facture and storage of explosives deaths 
On the other hand where 
the inspectors had no such power deaths 
Why should not all 
manufactories, whether under the War 


had decreased. 
had _ increased. 


Office or otherwise, under the 


cognisance of the Home Office ? 


come 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : The 
Home Office has no control over the dock- 
yards, and therefore it would be out of 
order to raise that question on this Vote. 


Mr. CROOKS accepted the ruling of 
the Chairman. At the same time the 
Committee would realise the difficulty of 
the position he was in when endeavour- 
ing, in a matter involving danger to life 
and limb, to show how accidents might 
be avoided by proper precaution and 
care. He thought the power of inspec- 
tion by the Home Office under the 
Explosives Act ought to be extended to 
War Office establishments. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to use his 
personal influence and to place his 
inspectors at the service of the War 
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the Home Secretary Questions on the 
subject of birching inflicted upon boys 
who were brought before the Police 


Courts, and against whom no charge was 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) said those who hadspoken of the police 
pay and administration were supported 
by a great mass of opinion outside. He 
desired to support the appeals of the hon. 
Members who had preceded him with 
regard to the institution of a uniform 
system of pay for the police throughout 
There should 
not be regulations whereby a man on one 


the whole of the force. 


side of the street was paid on a different 
scale from another man on the other side 
of the same street. The argument of the 
Home Office was that the line must be 
drawn somewhere, but surely the line 
should be drawn in such a way as not to 
to continue the present injustice. He 
believed that the action of hon. Members 
on this subject had not been brought 
about by any organised body of opinion 
among the police force. Speaking for 
himself he had not been approached by 
a single police officer on the subject. The 
facts brought before the Committee were 
facts which they had ascertained for 
themselves in their daily lives as 
He felt that it 


necessary to make any Motion to-night, 


Londoners. was not 
because he had an idea that the Com- 
mittee would receive a statement from 
the Treasury Bench that something would 
be done to remove the evils of which they 
complained. If his right hon. friend, 
however, did not see his way to grant a 
that 


feeling outside, which had been growing 


concession he could assure him 
year by year, would continue to grow 
until hon. Members gained for the police 


that which they believed to be right. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said he had twice in this House asked 
Mr. Crooks. : 


made for which birching was a legal 


punishment. There was one particular 


/magistrate in London who was in the 


habit, when a boy came before him on a 
charge for which birching could not be 
legally inflicted, of suggesting to the 
parents that the boy should be birched 
by an officer of the court. In several 
cases this had been done. He was not 
discussing the general question of birch- 
ing, though he held strong opirions upon 
it. He did 


formatory measure. 


not believe in it as a re- 
But in these parti- 
cular cases the complaint was that an 
official of the court, either a constable or 
a gaoler, was called upon to birch boys 
illegally. If a boy was to be birched 
outside the law surely the parent was the 
proper person to undertake the duty, but 
in cases to which he referred the birch 
rods were supplied by the Home Office, 
and the person who inflicted the punish- 
ment was in the pay of that office. He 
hoped the Committee would have an 
assurance from the Home Secretary that 
these illegal birchings would not be 
allowed. The Home Secretary had ad- 
mitted, in reply to questions, that this 
had been done, but said that it was by 
He urged 


that the right hon. Gentleman should 


arrangement with the parents. 


issue instructions to the effect that the 
practice should not be continued. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
CocHraNg, Ayrshire, N.) said the Report 


‘to which the hon. Member for Woolwich 


had called attention in regard to the 
effect of inspection under the Explosives 
Act was a testimony to the manner in 
which the duties of the inspectors were 
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carried out. He entirely endorsed 
what the hon. Member had said as to the 
necessity for proper care and inspection 
in the War Office factories, but he was 
obliged to point out that that was not a 
matter in which the Home Secretary had 
any power whatever. They all deplored 
the accident by which so many lives were 
lost at Woolwich, and gladly would they 
see steps taken to make such loss of life 
less likely in future. The Home Secre- 
tary had been asked for certain additional 
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Mr. COCHRANE said as to the ques- 
tion of birching, the real point was 
whether in the case of some boy whio 
had committed an offence the parent 
should see him properly chastised, or 
whether the boy should go to prison. 
His idea was that the boy should be 
birched ; and if the parent, perhaps a 
|widow, was unable to control a good 
|lusty boy there could be no objection to 
| getting a policeman or a warder to 





privileges and pay for the Metropolitan | administer the punishment. 
Police force. He could assure the Com- | 

mittee that the Department he represented | ; ; 
had the greatest regard and sympathy| *Caprain NORTON said he was not 
for the police force, but they must have | satisfied with the reply of the hon. 








¥ 
: 





regard to their duties as to economy. | Gentleman who represented the Home 


Aftera most careful departmental inquiry, 
the considerable concession was made in 
regard to pay. Every constable received 
an increase of ls. 6d. a week, every 
sergeant one of 2s. a week, and every 
inspector one of 3s. a week. That involved 
a charge of £60,000 on the rates; and 
in addition a lodging allowance was made 


to the men resident in the Metropolitan | 
That cost another £30,000 a | 
As to the arbitrary line between | 


boroughs. 
year. 
those who received this allowance and 
those who did not, the line must be drawn 
somewhere. There was no discontent 
in the force, and it was rarely 
that men in the suburbs cared to 
tuke up vacancies in the boroughs 


for the sake of the lodging allowance. | 


As to the question of holidays, that must 
be left to the Commissioner, who was 
responsible for the discipline of the force, 
to settle with his men. The police got 
ten days holiday in the year on full 
pay, and that compared very favourably 
with the holidays given to other classes 
in the community. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE asked if no 
answer was to be given to his question. 


| 
| Office. There was no reason why a 


| policeman patrolling one side of the street 
| should receive 1s. 6d. per week less wages 
than a policeman on the other sitle of 
|the street. The total cost of the reform 
| which he asked would be something like 
£8,000, and it would not involve more 
than the very smallest fraction of a 
farthing on the ratepayers. In fact, it 
was the ratepayers in the suburban 
districts themselves who asked that all 
the men should be placed on the same 
rate of pay, and that evenhanded justice 
‘should be done. He must confess that 
he was immensely surprised that the 
Home Secretary did not see his way to 
do evenhanded justice to these 2,000 
men, and therefore he moved to reduce 
the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, 
in respect of the salary of the Secretary 
of State.” 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 21; Noes, 
110. (Division List, No. 132.) 


AYES. 


Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Siroud | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tyd | Ure, 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, B 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamst’w) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks William, 

Delany, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 





Thomas, David Alfred(Merth 
Alexander 
Weir, James Galloway 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Captain Norton and Mr. 
Claude Hay. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bain, Colonel James Kobert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J A ( Wore 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron((*lasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Craig, Charles C. (Antrim, 8.) | 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| Foster,PhilipS.( Warwick,S, W 


| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
| Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 


| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
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NOES. 


Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 





Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Zigin & Nrn 


Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) | 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst H 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Law, Andrew Bonar ‘Glasgow 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. NR | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh.N. | 
Morgan, Hn. F, (Monm’thsh.) 
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Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 

‘Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, arl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tidley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Maj.J EB.(/sle of Wight 


| Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Z.) 
| Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand; 
| Heath, James (Staffs.,N.W.) | 
| Stanley, Lord 7s 

| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 


Spear, John Ward 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G. (Oxp’d Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond.Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Whiteley,H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wood, James 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





Original question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question p oposed, 
* That a sum, not exceeding £9,157, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government 


Board for Scotland (8 and 9 Vic., c. 83; | 


52 and 53 Vic., c. 50; 57 and 58 Vic., 
ce. 58; 60 and 61 Vic, c. 38; and 
various other Statutes).” 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
said he was astonished that in the 
teport of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland there was only one small 
paragraph referring to the Highland 
counties. That was not a fair way 
of treating the Highlands. He com- 
plained of the imadequate supply of 
water, not only to private houses but 


| to schools. The local authorities failed 
| to give effect in many cases to the 
| recommendations of the sanitary inspec- 
| tors; and it was the duty of the Local 
|Government Board to see that these 
| recommendations were carried out. In 
|many parts of the Highlands the con- 
dition of the houses was deplorable, the 
|cattle being only separated from the 
family living and sleeping room by a 
‘low boarding. That was contrary to 
the Public Health Act, and it was the 
duty of the Local Government Board 
to see that the law was obeyed. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee also report 
Progress; tosit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at Three minutes after 





Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 26th June, 1903. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





West Bromwich Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]. Reported, with Amendments. 


Manchester Corporation Bill [H...]. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway day, the 18th da 


(Transfer) Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on that 16th day of March last, 
“That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after the 18th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that 
the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to; 
Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed. 


Gorlestou and Southtown Gas Bill. 
Read 3*, and passed. 


Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.1.]. 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill. 
from the Commons. 


Harrow Road and Paddington Tram- 
ways Bill. Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Belfast Water Bill [H.L.] ; Shepshed 
Urban District Gas Bill [H.L.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments: The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed tc 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


Commercial Gas Bill; Great Eastern | 
from the. 


Railway Bill. Returned 
Commons with the Amendments agreed 
to. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.]. Read 3: (according to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
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Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
_visional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill. Read 3* (according 
_to Order), with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. Moved, That the Order made 
on the 16th day of March last, “That 
no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thurs- 
y of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed; the Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Grangemouth Water Order Confirma- 
tion Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity and 
Refuse Destruction Order Confirmation 
Bill ; Forth Navigation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill; Caledonian Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill; Edinburgh Corpora- 
tion (Markets, Slaughter-houses, etc.) 
Order Confirmation — Bill. Read 3* 
(according to Order), and passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill (No. 138); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill 
(No. 139). Read 1*; to be printed ; and 
referred to the Examiners. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies Bill; 
Crystal Palace District Gas Bill ; Leigh 
Corporation Bill; Wellingborough and 
District Tramroads Bill ; Midland and 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railways 
Bill ; Watford and Edgware Railway 
Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda 
Railway Bill; Seaforth and Sefton 
Junction Railway Bill ; London County 
Council (Tramways and Improvements) 
Bill. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Kilmaine be 
proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Earl of Mayo; read, 
and agreed to. 


|THE OLD NAVIGATING OFFICERS OF 
THE NAVY. 


_ _Lorp MUSKERRY called attention to 
the case of the few remaining officers of 
the old navigating branch of His 
| Majesty’s Navy, now on the active list 


Y 
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of staff captains and staff commanders, 
and asked the Government if they would 
take into account their long and valuable 
services, and the lack of recognition they 
had received in view of the way in whicn 
other branches of the naval service had 
been treated. Heasked the Government 
whether they could see their way to 
grant the staff captains, fifteen in 
number, the same retiring allowance— 
£500 a year—as the cfficers of similar 
rank received in the engineer branch, 
and permit them to assume as a right 
the title of captain, instead of being 
gazetted as now, “ permitted to assume 
the rank of captain.” In the case of 
staff commanders—also very few, only 
seven in number—he asked that they 
might be granted £450 a year on re- 
tirement, if they had served the necessary 
time at sea, instead of £400, which they 
now received. He hoped their Lordships 
would support him in his endeavour 
to secure better consideration for the 
remaining officers of the old navigating 
branch of the Navy. He felt that he 
had rather a hard task, as his noble 
friend the First Lord of the Admiralty— 
although with regard to another branch 
of the Service he was overflowing a 
short time ago with the milk of human 
kindness - seemed to have hardened his 
heart in respect to the claims of the old 
navigating officers of the Navy. Hehoped, 
however, that the noble Earl might be 
persuaded to reconsider the matter in a 
favourable light. Prior to 1867 there 
was a distinct class called the navigating 
class. They went through the same 
course as the other officers, with the 
one exception that instead of taking 
gunnery they took pilotage in their 
examination. But whereas the other 
officers could rise to the position of 
Admiral, the officers in the navigating 
branch had no chance of getting higher 
than staff captain. A regulation was, 
however, passed at that time that 
three of the navigating class should in 
each year be absorbed into the 
executive branch. That was over thirty 
years ago, and he believed that not a 
single officer had been so absorbed. 
Naturally, the branch was now dying out 
—there were fifteen staff captains and 
seven staff commanders. Their griev- 
ances were, first, the inadequacy of the 
full pay ; and secondly, the small amount 


Lord Muskerry. 
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of the retired pay. If their Lordships 
compared the retired pay of a staff 
captain with that of officers holding 
relative rank in other branches, they 
would see that the grievance was a just 
one. The retired pay, for instance, of an 
inspector of machinery was £500, but 
the retired pay of a staff captain was only 
£450. He did not think the noble Earl 
would deny that the old navigating 
officers had done as good service as the 
members of other branches of the service. 
Their third grievance had reference to 
increase of rank. When they retired 
they were gazetted as “staff captain, 
with permission to assume the rank of 
captain.” They felt this to be a slight, 
especially as all other officers when they 
retired were permitted to assume a 
higher rank than that in which they had 
been serving. A captain, after long 
service, might retire with permission to 
assume the rank of rear-admiral, and, 
even after his retirement, he might be- 
come a vice-admiral. In the same way, 
|in the engineering branch, an inspector 
might retire with permission to assume 
the rank of chief-inspector, or under the 
new regulations, the rank of engineer 
rear-admiral. But captains of the navi- 
gating branch were retired with per- 
|mission only to “assume” the rank of 
‘captain, a rank which they had held for 
|many years. The fourth grievance was 
that the officers of the navigating branch 
were omitted from the honours list. Of 
all the officers who received honours on 
the occasion of His Majesty’s Coronation, 
only one of the old branch was included, 
and he was, to aJl intents and purposes 
an Admiralty official. The cost of bring- 
ing the retired pay of these officers up to 
that of officers of similar rank in the 
engineer branch would not exceed £2,000 
a year, and in view of the valuable 
services of this splendid body of officers 
he hoped the First Lord would give the 
matter his favourable consideration. 





THe FIRST LORD or THE AD- 
MIRALTY (The Earl of SeLporne) : 
My Lords, I entirely agree with what my 
noble friend has said as to the valuable 
services rendered by this class of naval 
officers. Nothing that he has said in 
their praise will I for one moment dis- 
sociate myself from. But I must decline 
to join with him in discussing the honours 


which His Majesty thought fit to bestow 
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at the time of his Coronation. As re- 
gards the specific questions which the 
noble Lord has asked, in the case of the 
staff captains I see no reason why there 
should be granted to a small number of 
officers privileges with respect to their 
retired pay which have been withheld 
from similar officers for many years past, 
and the granting of which would raise a 
grievance among all staff captains on the 
retired list. I must therefore say, with- 
out any hesitation, that that question 
cannot be reopened. As regards the par- 
ticular manner in which these officers are 
gazetted on retirement, I am ooliged to the 
noble Lord for having drawn my attention 
to the peculiarity of the words used. The 
words complained of shall notoceur again, 
and these officers will be gazetted on 
retirement in Ithe ordinary phraseology. 
As to the third point, | would empha- 
sise the fact that the seven staff com- 
manders now on the list will, if they 
continue to serve, reach the rank of staff 
captain, and will then be entitled to the 
retired pay of staff captains, which is 
£450. That being the case it does not 
seem necessary to consider whether any 
change should be made in the retired pay 
of staff commanders. 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [#.L. 1. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order.) 


Clause 1 :— 


*THe LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD 
had an Amendment on Sub-section ()) of 
Clause 1, which sub-section enables the 
eclesiastical Commissioners to provide 
for transferring (subject to any right 
enjoyed by any person at the passing of 
the Act) to the Bishop of Lichfield or to 
the Bishop of Birmingham the patronage 
of any benefice situate either within or 
without the diocese of Worcester, the 
patronage of which is immediately before 
the foundation of the Bishopric of Bir- 
mingham vested in the Bishop of 
Worcester. He moved, after “ Lichfield,” 
to insert the words “or to the Bishop of 
Hereford.” He said that the effect of 
the Amendment would be to enable the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners to take the 
diocese of Hereford into consideration in 
the same way as the diocese of Lichfield. 
It was strongly felt in one, at any rate, 
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of the two dioceses concerned, that there 
ought to be some readjustment of patron- 
age as between the diocese of Here- 
ford and the diocese of Worcester, and 
that this was an opportune moment for 
doing so. The Bishop of Worcester, at 
the present moment, was patron of no 


less than fourteen livings in the 
diocese of Hereford, whereas the 
Bishop of Hereford himself was 


patron of only thirty-two livings in 
the whole of that diocese. He thought 
this a sufficient reason for giving the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners power to con- 
sider this question. 


Amendment moved — 


‘*Tn page 1, line 24, after the word ‘ Lichfield’ 
to insert the words ‘or to the Bishop of Here- 
ford.’ ”—(The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY said he saw no objection to 
the Amendment. 


Lorp BELPER said he had no objection 
tothe Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 

Clause 3 :— 


*THe LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD 
said the object of his Amendments to this 
clause was to give power to rearrange also 
the boundaries of the diocese of Hereford. 
As long ago as 1836, when the very im- 
portant Bill affecting Bishops’ revenues 
and dioceses was passed, it was enacted 
that all the county of Worcester should be 
included in the diocese of Worcester, but 
that had never been carried out, and there 
were about twenty parishes in the county 
of Worcester which still belonged to the 
diocese of Hereford. It would be avery 
great advantage if they could assimilate 
the diocesan organisation to the county 
organisation as far as possible. All 
he now asked was that by the 
acceptance of his Amendments they 
should be at liberty to appear before the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners when the 
time came, and advocate such areadjust- 
ment as they believed might be beneficial. 


Amendments moved— 

“In page 2, line 22, after the word ‘Lichfield’ 
to insert the word ‘ Hereford ;' and in line 29, 
after the word ‘ Lichfield’ to insert the words 
‘and Hereford.’ ”—(The Lord Bishop of Here- 
Sord.) 

3 
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Lorp BELPER said he had no objec- | 
tion to the Amendments. 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. | 


On Sub-section (a) of Clause 3, which | 
provides that the Ecclesiastical Com- | 
missioners shall have power in the) 
event of the foundation of a Bishopric of | 
Southwark, of rearranging the bound- | 
aries of the dioceses of Canterbury, 
Rochester and Southwark. 


*Lorp ASHCOMBE 

“Canterbury,” to insert ‘“‘ Winchester.” | 
He said that the proposed diocese of | 
Southwark would adjoin, on the west | 
side, the diocese of Winchester, and | 
therefore, it was desirable that the | 
Keclesiastical Commissioners should have | 
the same power, if they thought fit, of | 
rearranging the boundaries of the| 
diocese of Winchester as they had of | 
rearranging the boundaries of the | 
dioceses of Canterbury and Rochester. | 
The Amendment had the approval of | 
the most rev. Primate and of the 
Bishops of Winchester and Rochester. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In page 2, line 19, after the word ‘ Canter- 
bury’ to insert the word ‘ Winchester’.”— 
(Lord Ashcombe.) 


Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY said he saw no objection to 
the Amendment. 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘ South- 


wark’ to insert the words ‘Winchester and 
Southwark.’ ”-—(Lord Ashcombe.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining Clause agreed to. 

Schedule 1 agreed to. 

Schedule 2— 

Lorp NORTON said he desired to 


amend the section which provides that, 
subject to the rights enjoyed by any 
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shall be transferred to the endowment 
fund of the Bishopric of Birmingham, 
such portion of the endowment or income 
of the Bishopric of Worcester as will 
reduce that endowment or income from 
the annual sum of £5,000 to the annual 
sum of £4,200, irrespective of tenths or 
first fruits. He wished to omit “£4,200” 
and to insert “ £4,000.” 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of MorLEy) pointed out that 
the noble Lord’s Amendment should 
have been moved to the First Schedule, 
which had been agreed to. It was there- 


| fore out of order now, but it could be 


moved on Report or in the Standing 
Committee. 


Schedule 2 agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 137.) 


CONTRACTS (INDIA OFFICE) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


THE MaRQuESS OF RIPON suggested 
that the rules and regulations in regard 
to the manner in which contracts were 
to be signed should be made public in 
some way. He thought they might be 
laid before Parliament regularly. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE) : I will take care that the 
noble Marquess’s suggestion is con- 
sidered. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Remaining Clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; 
and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE AND THE 
NEW ZEALAND COURT OF APPEAL. 
*Lorp HAWKESBURY: It having 

been represented to me that some dis- 

satisfaction exists in New Zealand with 
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regard to a recent decision of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 


{26 JUNE 1903} 


I beg to ask the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack whether his attention | 


has been called to the matter. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): I very much regret to 
say that I think owing to a misappre- 
hension of what was intended by the 
words used, there has been a feeling 
created in New Zealand in respect to a 
judgment of the Privy Council, and 
accordingly | have thought it right to 
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case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 


are applicable thereto, have been com- 


make inquiry on the subject, and I am’ 


happy to say that I have received an 
assurance froin the learned Judges who 
decided the case that they never in- 
tended to make any attack whatever 
on the Court of Appeal in New Zealand. 
The mode in which the case was con- 
ducted and certain observations con- 
tained in the judgment 0 the Court of 
Appeal in New Zealand induced the 
learned Judges to make the remarks as 
to which remonstrance has been made; 
but I am assured by the learned Judges 
that it never occurred to any one of 
them that in the observations they 
thought it right to make they were 
making an attack on the Court of 
Appeal in New Zealand, or that they 
intended in any way to comment on the 
character or conduct of their proceedings. 
I trust that this assurance will be con- 
veyed to the Court of Appeal in New 
Zealand, and that the feeling aroused 
will be found to have been based on a 
total misapprehension. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Five o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 26th June, 1903. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


lied with, viz., Bristol Corporation Bill 
Lords]. 


Ordered, That the 


second time. 


Bill be read a 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN- 
QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto. have not been 
complied with, viz., Salford Corporation 

Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS ' APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

3)-Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


.case of the following Bill, originating in 


the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz., Gas Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time upon Monday next. 

Commercial Gas Bill; Gas Light 
and Coke Company Bill; Great Eastern 
Railway Bill. Lords’ Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Belfast Water Bill [Lords], read the 
third time and passed, with Amend- 


ments. 


laid upon the Table. 


Harrow Road and Paddington Tram- 
ways Bill, read the third time and 
passed. [New Title. ] 


Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill 
[Lords], read the third time, and passe. 
with Amendments. 
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Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill; Scunthorpe Urban District 
Water Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
sidered; to be read the third time. 


Liverpool University Bill [Lords]; 
Taff Vale Railway- Bill [Lords]; read a 
second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 
Colonel WeLBy reported from the 
Committee on Group G. of Private Bills, 
That the parties promoting the Local 
Government Provisional Order (No. 15) 
Bill had stated that the evidence 


of James Alfred Crowther, Borough | 


Engineer, Southampton, was essential 
to their case; and, it having been 
proved that his attendance could not be 
procured without the intervention of 
the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said James Alfred 
Crowther do attend the said Committee 
on Monday next at eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That James Alfred Crowther 
do attend the Committee on Group G 
of Private Bills on Monday next, at 
eleven of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 


Colonel WELBy reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group G of Private Bills, That 
the parties opposing the Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill 
had stated that the evidence of Joseph 
James Hornby, of Knowsley, Prescot, 
Lancashire, Land Agent, was essential 
to their case; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Joseph James Hornby do 
attend the said Committee on Wednesday 
next at eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Joseph James Hornby 
do attend the Committee on Group G of 
Private Bills on Wednesday next, at 
eleven of the clock. 


POLICE AND SANITARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HEyYwoop JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee, 
That the parties opposing the Frinton- 
on-Sea Sea Defences Bill had stated that 
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| the evidence of Francis William Anderson’ 


| of Thistle Cottage, Old Road, Frinton-on 

Sea; A. Beresford Pike, of 2, York 
Gate, Regent’s Park, London; and 

, Arthur Blackford, of 61, Chancery Lane. 
London, was essential to their case ; and, 
it having been proved that their attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
, intervention of the House, he had been 
| instructed to move that the said Francis. 
William Anderson, A. Beresford Pike, 
and Arthur Blackford do attend the 
said Committee on Tuesday next, at 
half-past eleven of the cleck. 


Ordered, That Francis  Willianr 
Anderson, A. Beresford Pike, and 
Arthur Blackford do attend the Police 
and Sanitary Committee on Tuesday 
next, at half-past eleven of the clock. 


Sheffield Corporation Bill ; reported 
from the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill; Local Government [Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Gas) 
Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Naval Works Provisional 
Order Bill, without Amendment. 


Ipswich Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to Harrow and Stan- 
more Gas Bill [Lords] ; Wirral Railway 
Bill [Lords]; Rickmansworth Gas Bill 

,[Lords] ; Harrogate Water Bill [Lords], 
' without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled 
‘An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under The Tramways Act, 1870, relating 
to Barrow-in-Furness Tramways, Hors- 
forth Urban District Council Tramways, 
Keighley Corporation Tramways, and 
Ramsbottom Urban District Council 

'Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Confir- 
mation (No.2) Bill [Lords ' 
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And, also, a Bill intituled, “An Act 
to incorporate the Mid Yorkshire Tram- 
ways Company, and to empower that 
Company to make and maintain tram- 
ways and other works, and for other 
purposes. (Mid Yorkshire Tramways 
Bill [Lords. | 


Public Accounts,—That they give leave 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments to attend 
to be examined as a witness before the 
Select Committee appointed by this House 
on Public Accounts. 


Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. | 


2) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 259.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Reported without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
teport to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Reported with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (East Ham, etc.) Bill 
Lords}. Reported, with an Amendment 
Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report 
tojlie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


London and North Western Railway 
Bill [Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment; Report to fie upon’ the Table, 
and to be printed. 
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Torquay Corporation Water Bill 
[Lords]; Sheffield and South Yorkshire 
Navigation Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table and to be printed. 


King’s College London Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street) 
| Bill [Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment; Report to lie upon the Taile. 





Bill to be read the third time. 


PETITIONS. 
| aoe 
BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Falkirk, for alteration ; 
_to lie upon the Table. 


| 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

| Petition from Sutherland, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


| 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 

Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to 
| lie upon the Table. 


VIVISECTION. 
Petition from London, for prohibition ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCO'TLAND 
| (TECHNICAL EDUCATION), 

| Return ordered, ‘‘showing the extent 
/to which and the manner in which 
'Local Authorities in Scotland have 
allocated and applied funds to the 
| purposes of Technical Education during 
the year ending the 15th day of May, 
| 1903, under the following Acts: Local 
| Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; 
| Education and Local Taxation Account 
(Scotland) Act, 1892 ; Technical Schools 
|(Scotland) Act, 1887; Technical Jn- 
struction Amendment (Scotland) Act, 
1892; and Public Libraries Acts.”—(7/he 
| Lord Advocate.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Vivisection Experiments—Presence of a 
Government Inspector. 


Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department how many experiments on 
animals under licence alone, and under 
Certificate B respectively, have been 
witnessed by an inspector at any time 
during the experiment, and during the 
whole duration of the experiment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) During 1902 eleven experi- 
ments, under licence alone, were  wit- 
nessed by the Inspector, and one under 
Certificate B. In the case of one (under 
licence) the whole experiment was wit- 
nessed ; and with regard to the others 
the inspector usually remained a con 
siderable time, and on some occasions 
made more than one visit during the pro- 
gress of the experiment. In the case of 
the one under Certificate B the inspector 
also visited the animal next day. Inas- 
much as the inspector habitually visits 
without notice he cannot be sure of 
arriving at the beginning of an experi- 
ment so as to beable to see the whole 
of it, noreven of finding any experi- 
ment in progress. It may be added that 
the inspector at his visits always sees any 
animals on which experiments may have 
been made, and carefully notes ther 
condition. 


Report on Vivisection Experiments. 


Srr JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, in view of 
the increase in the number of experi- 
ments performed on living animals since 
the passing of the Cruelty to Animals 
Act, he will state if he has received any 
Report of the results of these experi- 
ments, as the Act provides; and, if so, 
whether he will cause such Report to be 
issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The Secretary of State receives 
numerous reports of the results of experi- 
ments in pursuance of the requirements 
which the Act referred to enables him 
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to make. Many of these reports become 
accessible to the public in printed form ; 
but I do not think it practicable to pub- 
lish them officially. 


Truck Act—Deductions from Wages in 
the Iron Plate Trade. 


Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): ‘To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will direct his 
Majesty’s Inspector to take a case under 
the Truck Acts in order to raise the 
question of deductions from wages for 
supply of light in the iron plate trade. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) Wt the right hon. Baronet is 
referring to the case at Stourbridge, | 
may say that I am informed that, when 
the factory was last visited, no deduc- 
tions were being made contrary to the 
provisions of the Truck Act. Deductions 
trom wages for the supply of light are 
not, I am advised, illegal, provided that 
the conditions laid down in the Truck 
Act, 1896, arecomplied with. But if a 
case is found in which they are imposed 
otherwise than in accordence with those 
conditions, it shal] certainly be con- 
sidered with a view to prosecution. 


Small Factories and Workshops— 
Precautions against Fire. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in view of the remarks 
contained in the recently issued Report 
of the Chief Inspector of Factories and 
Workshops relative to the fire in Queen 
Victoria Street, will he consider the 
advisability of introducing legislation 
such as will bring small factories and 
workshops within the scope of the 
Factory Act, with a view to ensure 
workers being afforded adequate means 
of escape in case of fire. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) Small factories and work- 
shops are already within the scop: of 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
and under Section 15 thereof local 
authorities have power to make by- 
laws providing for means of escape from 
fire in the case of any factory or 
workshop. The premises on which the 
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fire in question took place were neither 
a factory nor a workshop within the 
meaning of the Act. 


Accidents on the Glasgow Corporation 
Electric Tramways. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will state the 
number of accidents which have occurred 
on the Glasgow Corporation electric 
tramway system during the year ending 
the Ist June last, distinguishing fatal 
accidents to persons from injuries to 
persons not resulting in death; and 
will he quote the number of accidents 
causing damage to goods, vehicles, 
animals, and other property. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Soard of Trade are informed by the 
General Manager of the Glasgow 
Corporation Tramways that the number 
of accidents which occurred on the 
Corporation electric tramway system 
during the year ending 31st May last 
causing injury to persons was ninety, 
resulting in the death of twenty-four 
persons, and that during the same 
period there were fifty-five accidents 
which caused material damage to 
property. It is added that the number 
of car miles run in the twelye months 
referred to was 14,008,750, and the 
num ber of passengers carried 177,179,549. 


Treaties giving Preferential Treatment 
to Foreign States. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if he will state what are 
the dates of the treaties or agreements 
made by the United States, Portugal, 
and any other countries by which 
preferential treatment has been given 
to the products of foreign States as com- 
pared with the products of the United 
Kingdom ; what are the articles affected 
by such preference ; and what are the 
difterences in the rates of duties. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
replies given by me to the hon. Member 
for the South Molton Division on the 
17th inst.+, and to the hon. Member for 
Exeter on the 24th inst.t, cover the whole 
of the points referred to in the Question. 





t+ See (4) Vebates, exxiii., 1175. 
t¢ See page 376. 
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Tenders for Battleships and Armour 
Plate. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffjeld, Bright- 
side): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty when he hopes to be in a 
position to invite tenders for the con- 
struction of the contract-built battleships 
and armoured cruisers included within 
the programme of the current financial 
year, and for the armour required for 
the dockyard-built cruiser included in 
the same programme. 


(Answered by Mr:  Arnold-Forster.) 
Tenders for the construction of the 
armoured cruisers belonging to this year’s 
programme which are to be built by 
contract will be invited almost im- 
mediately. It is hoped to invite the 
tenders for the battleships in September 
next, and those for the armour required 
for the cruiser to be built at Pembroke 
not later than October next. 


Infectious Diseases on Liners. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that although the White 
Star liner “ Victorian” arrived in the 
Mersey at 7.30 a.m. on the 22nd May 
four smallpox patients were not re- 
moved until she arrived at the Wallasey 
stage at 3 p.m.; and, in view of the 
risk attending the removal at the stage 
where there were a number of cattle 
drovers and other persons, will he state 
why a tug was not sent out to the 
vessel on her arrival in midstream to take 
these sufferers direct to the port hospital 
at New Ferry; and will care be taken 
that similar cases are more promptly 
dealt with in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tam 
aware of the facts referred to in the first 
part of the Question, and I| obtained a 
report from the Medical Officer of Health 
of the port of Liverpool on the subject 
last month. There were three cases of 
smallpox on board the vessel, and it 
appears from the report that, owing to 
the critical condition of one patient and 
the height of the steamer above the 
decks of the tug, it was considered un- 
safe to land the patients in the tug, 
and arrangements were accordingly made 
to land them at the stage. On arriving 
at the stage no one was allowed on 
board, due notice being given to those 
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on the stage of the reason; the people | 
were cleared off the gangway and every 
precaution appears to have been taken 
in the landing of the patients to prevent 
any spread of infection. I may add that 
all infected bedding and clothing were 
burnt, suspected articles were disinfected, 
and the vessel was thoroughly fumigated 
and washed down. I see no reason for | 
objecting to the course adopted in this | 
case. 


Questions. 





Exports of Wheat and Flour from India. 

Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, | 
Govan): To ask the Secretary of State. 
for India if he will state the ports from | 
which wheat and flour have been ex- | 
ported from India for the year 1901-2, 
and to which countries and ports have 
they been shipped, together with the 
respective quantities of wheat and flour. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) It Exports of wheat from 
India in 1901-2 :— 


From Tons To Tons 
Caleutta 3,261 United Kingdom 197,550 
Belgium 61,181 

Bombay 4,165 France 4,951 
Germany 2,000 

Karachi 358,665 Helland 5,772 
Italy - - - 1,200 

British East Africa 318 

Egypt - - $4,494 

Mauritius 375 

Aden 647 

Arabia - 2,393 

Hong Kong - 778 

Persia - 3,076 

Turkey in Asia 1,133 

Other countries 223 

Total 366,091 366,091 


JI. Exports of wheat flour from India in 


1901-2 :— 





From Cwts. To Cwts. 
Calcutta 27,408 British East Africa 91,105 
Mauritius 99,855 

Bombay 420,052 Aden - 124,582 
Arabia - - 106,634 

Karachi 81,857 Ceylon - - 59,128 
Persia - : - 26,295 

Other countries 21,718 

Total 529,317 529,317 


The Trade Returns show the names of 
the countries only, without specifying 
the ports. 


Management of the Uganda Railway. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs, whether it is the intention of the 
Government to retain the management of 
the Uganda Railway permanently in the 
hands of the Railway Committee of the 
Foreign Office. 


(Answered by Lord Cranbone.) The 
Answer to the hon. Member’s Question is 
in the negative, but I hope shortly to lay 
on the Table Papers which will explain 
the intentions of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in the matter. 


Construction of the Ballyroney 
and Newcastle Railway. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether he can state if 


the construction of the Ballyroney and 


Newcastle (county Down) Railway has 
yet been commenced ; and, if not, when 
the work of construction is likely to be 
entered upon by the Great Northern 
Railway Company of Ireland and the 
Belfast and County Down Railway Com- 
pany respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. I? yndham.) It is 
understood that neither of the two com- 
panies mentioned in the Question has 
commenced the construction of the line. 
The Commissioners of Public Works 
learn from the arbitrator, who was 
appointed by them under statute, that 
progress with the award in respect to the 
lands proposed to be taken by the Great 
Northern Company has been stayed at 
the request of that company, in order to- 
enable it to negotiate with regard to 
some of the lands. The draft award in 
the case of the lands proposed to be taken 
by the Belfast and County Down Railway 
Company has been forwarded to the 
company’s solicitors by the arbitrator for 
some information necessary for its com- 
pletion. The statutory period for com- 
pletion of the line extends to 30th July, 
1905. 


Treasure Trove Purchased by Royal 
Irish Academy. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he can give 
particulars as to number, price, and total 
amount of the purchases by the Royal 
Irish Academy from finders of treasure- 
trove since June, 1896, through the 
medium of the Constabulary, in accord- 


ance with the arrangement stated to have 
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been sanctioned by the Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Treasury in the circular 
issued by the President of the Academy 
in that year; and also the total annual 
sum available for the purchase of objects 
of antiquity by the Royal Irish Academy. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Since 
June 1896 only one object of treasure- 
trove (a gold armlet for which a sum of 
£4 was paid) was purchased through the 
medium of the Constabulary, all the 
other antiquities purchased having been 
sent to the Academy directly. The 
amount available annually for the pur- 
chase of antiquities is £100. 


Military Stores sent to South Africa. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War what was the value of military 
stores sent to Sonth Africa during the 
years 1901 and 1902 ; and how much of 
their values are due to normal and to 
extraordinary war expenditure in each 
year. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
The value of military stores (which ex- 
clude clothing and food supplies) sent to 
South Africa during 1901-2 and 1902-3 
was approximately £2,699,000 and 
£975,000. Of these amounts about 
£162,000 may be taken on each of the 
two years as the normal expenditure, the 
balance being due to the war. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. HALseEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure—Mr. 
Lees Knowles; and had appointed in 
substitution, Mr. Samuel Roberts. 





Report to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 
(THIRD READING]. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question Sage , ar “ That 
the Bill be now read the third time.” 

Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
‘that last Friday, when addressing the 
| House, his remarks were interrupted by 
the adjournment, and he was very glad 
of that, because during the past week he 
'had received a letter from a barrister 
_which expressed very well indeed some 
| weighty objections to this Bill. That 
gentleman in his letter said there was 
‘no second opinion among those who 
practice in the Courts that the Bill would 
be madness under present conditions. 
The effect, it was pointed out, would be 
to add to the costs of small suitors on 
account of the adjournment of cases 
through want of time to deal with them. 
| That barrister stated that he had known 
a case for £19 adjourned four times 
/owing to the Court being crowded with 
work. It was said that all solicitors 
were in favour of the Bill because they 
practised in the County Court, and that 
all barristers were against the Bill 
because it would diminish their practice. 
He was against all such calumnious 
objections. This was a matter that 
ought not to be regarded from the point 
of view of those who most expressed the 
opinion of the commercial classes. Of 
course the commercial classes were in 
favour of the Bill. They wanted to get 
a Court to decide more expeditiously than 
the High Court in the suits in which 
they were interested, and it was to them 
a matter of little concern that small 
suitors should be put to inconvenience, 
delay, or expense. It was, he thought, 
the business of this House to see that 
that result did not happen. They had 
been told that the Bill was not workable, 
and that there would be considerable 
congestion of business in the Courts. 
The poor man would be put to consider- 
able difficulty, and he would only have 
the consolation that those who might 
have gone to the High Court would gain 
an advantage from a system of jurisdic- 
tion which was originally intended and 
principally suited for small business. 
If they set up the system proposed by 
this Bill they would crowd out the poor er 
litigants for whom the County Courts 
were originally intended. Under these 
circumstances he should feel it to be his. 
duty to give his vote against the Third 
Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.)} 
said that in view of the remarks made- 
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by the Solicitor-General when the Bill 
was under discussion last week he now 
proposed to make a Motion which at all 
vents would enable the House to discuss 
whether or not proper machinery should 
be provided for the carrying out of this 
Bill. It had been contended with great 
truth that the County Court Judges at 
the present time had sufficient work ‘to 
do—there were ne doubt cases in which 
they could well do more—and that the 
extra work entailed upon them by this Bill 
was greater than they would have time 
to perform. He had no doubt that 
County Court Judges could undertake 
more work in the country districts, but 
in the large centres they could not do 
so. It was obvious that provision must 
be made to enable the County Courts to 
carry out the extra work which the Bill 
would entail. If he could prove that, he 
submitted that he should have made out 
an overwhelming case for this House 
considering how the Bill was to be carried 
out. In regard to the general principle 
of the Bill, if they were going to deal 
with the question of County Court juris- 
diction the whole system had to be 
reconsidered. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton said 
last week that when the Act was passed 
in 1888 there was a demand for the 
reconsideration of the whole system 
Let them be logical, and revise the whole 
system, and not make the present system 
more unworkable than it was. They 
had been told by the Attorney-General 
that that was what this Bill would do. 
The Bill proposed to raise the limit from 
£50 to £100, and it incidentally dealt 
with the question of the costs of those 
actions. He was surprised that his hon. 
friend in charge of the Billshould take 
up the position he had done in regard to 
the question of costs. By increasing 
the limit they were increasing the number 
of cases where the plaintiff would not 
get his costs. The whole support of the 
Bill was based on the assumption that 
there would be a greater demand for 
County Court work, and if they were 
going to compel people to go into the 
County Courts they were penalising the 
plaintiffs in successful actions, because if 
they went into the High Court with 
eases up to £100 their expenses would 
be allowed. He understood that the 


Mr. Galloway. 
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County Court costs which were allowed 
were very meagre as compared with 
other costs. A Return laid before the 
House showed that last year there were 
799,930 cases decided by the County 
Court Judges and that only 10,738 were 
decided in favour of the defendants. 
That was one in eighty. That showed 
that this Bill was going to work very 
unfairly to the very persons whom it 
ought to be the duty of this House to 
protect. That might be a small point. 
but it was one his hon. friend should 
consider more seriously than he had done, 
and he should put some provision in the 
Bill whereby successful litigants should 
not be penalised. 


It was a peculiar fact that the 
work in the County Courts increased 
when trade was good, and that there 
were fewer cases when trade was 
diminishing. There was a large diminu- 
tion between 1880 and 1884 which, as 
was well known, was a period of more or 
less prosperity. But since then there 
had been an increase in the quantity of 
work in every respect, and last year 
showed the largest increase in the amount 
of work done by the County Courts that 
had taken place since they were first 
established. The House was well aware 
that cases could be entered for over £50 
by agreement between the parties con- 
cerned. In the period between 1876 and 
1880 there were only 403 of such cases, 
but in the period from 1897 to 1901 
there were 1,604. Of course the sup- 
porters of the Bill would assume that that 
was a sign that there was a desire for the 
Bill, but surely if it was so, proper pro- 
vision should be made to enable the Courts 
to carry out the work. If they passed 
the Bill and placed this extra work on 
the County VUourts they must increase 
the staff. He did not say that at present 
they were overworkeu, but they were fully 
worked. The offices were none too big 
for the work that had to be carried out 
at present. It might be argued that the 
County Court Judges were paid suffi- 
ciently at present for any extra work 
which would fall upon them under the 
Bill. He did not think that was really 
so, and if extra work were put upon 
them they would have to get extra pay. 
Cheap labour in any form was generally 
not very satisfactory, and, therefore, the 
£1,500 a year which was given to a 
County Court Judge with no pension, 
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except in cases of ill-health, would have | 
to be increased if they gave him extra | 
work. If more work was going to be | 
given to these County Court Judges than | 
they could do, then assistance must be | 
also given them. And that would cost | 
money; but there was no provision in | 
the Bill for this extra cost. A great deal | 
more work had been put on the County | 
Court Judges on account of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act. A very inter-| 
esting Return was laid on the Table of 
the House on 25th March last, which 
showed that during the year 1901 the 
total number of cases brought into the. 
County Courts under that Act was 1,918 
compared with 1,636 in the previous 
year. And the number of cases brought 
under the Employers’ Liability Act was 
590, being a small increase over the 
previous year. It might, of course, be 
argued that the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act had brought more work to the 
County Courts on account of the uncer- 
tainty of the drafting of that Act, and 
the many questions which had been 
taken from the County Courts to the 
Court of Appeal. That might be true 
in regard to law, but his experience was 
that where the employer disputed a 
claim—which a good employer never did 
ona question of law, because he would 
have to accept the decision of the higher 
Court—on a question of amount they 
would still go into the County Court. 
Therefore he was going to move that the 
Billshould be recommitted for the inser- | 
tion of a new clause to provide for the addi- 
tional expense that would be incurred. 


It might be contended that the Motion 
which he had put down on the Paper 
was not the proper way of carrying out 
his purpose. But no private Member 
could move a Motion which would make 
a charge on the public funds. The, 
County Court Judges were paid out of the 
Consolidated Fund and it would there- 
fore be impossible for him to put down 
a charge on that Fund. Therefore 
the only thing he could do was to put, 
the charge on the county rate. He ad- | 
mitted frankly, that such a way of deal. | 
ing with the matter was not the right | 
way; but he must do it somehow. He 
hoped that his right hon. friend the | 


Attorney-General would move the omis- | 
| 


sion of those words in his Amendment, 
and take upon himself the responsibility 
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of providing the necessary costs. It 
might also be argued that all that was 
necessary to be done could be accomplished 
by an Order in Council. But that would 
involve a new clause. His reply to that 
was that the new clause could be put in 
in another place. He thought that this 
House was not doing its duty when it 
allowed a Bill to pass which, it was 


| within their knowledge, would be un- 


workable ; and leave it to another place 
to make it workable. It was the duty of 
this House to consider properly that such 


' Bills as were sent to another place should 


be in such a state that they were likely 
to receive approval there. He hoped that 
his right hon. friend, if he could not 
agree to his proposed new clause, would 
sanction the re-committal of the Bill. If 
the Government thought that this Bill 
was a desirable Bill to be passed ; if they 
thought that it would facilitate the 
mercantile community in carrying on 
their commerce ; if they thought that the 
County Courts should be made more use 
of, and that that would be of general 
benefit to the community, it was their 
bounden duty to see that proper provision 
was made for carrying it out. If they 
did not think that the plan he had 
suggested was the proper way to carry 
out the object they had in view, his hon. 
friend was bound to support the re- 
committal of the Bill. He begged to 
move. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) said that after the weighty and 
exhaustive speech of the hon. Member 
for Manchester it was not necessary for 
him to take up much of the time of the 
House in explaining why he supported 
the Motion just made. The main point 
of the speech of his hon. friend was one 
which, it seemed to him, presented in- 
superable difficulty to those concerned in 
passing this Bill. In fact, it was un- 
The work of the County 
Courts was already congested ; their time 
was already fully occupied ; and it had, 


of late, been increased by the growing 


complexity of modern life. Now, no 
provision had been made in the Bill to do 
this work by improved machinery ; and 
unless some such provision was made, it 
was perfectly obvious that it would be 
unfair not only to the classes of people 
at present included in the Bill, but to 
| the classes proposed to be included. The 
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poorer class of litigants would find their | 
business delayed, because the time of the | 


County Courts would be occupied with 
that of the more important clients ; while 
the decision of the cases of the latter 
class would be delayed by the considera- 
tion of the cases of the poorer class. It 
would, therefore, be unfair to each of 
these classes separately, and the conjunc- 
tion of the unfairness to the two classes 
would aggravate the evil. Under these 
circumstances he had much pleasure in 
seconding the Motion of his hon. friend. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* To leave out all the words after the word 
‘be’ and add the words ‘recommitted to a 
Committee of the whole House in respect of a 
new clause (Increase of Courts).’”’—(Mr. 
Galloway.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) said that no one could find fault with 
his hon. friend for the temper and ability 
with which he had stated his case against 
the Bill. But there were two points on 
which he was disposed to differ from his 
hon. friend. His hon. friend protested 
against doing anything ina hurry. He 
quite agreed ; and if the hon. Member 
had been helping them at an early stage 
of the Bill they would have been less 
open to the charge of exhibiting undue 
haste. The Bill passed its Second Read- 
ing without a division ; it went through 
Committee without a division; and on 
the Report stage there was one division 
on an Amendment which was defeated 
by 197 to52. His hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Oldham said that the speech of 
the hon. Member for Manchester was 
unanswerable. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
he did not allege that the speech was un- 
answerable, but that if it was not un- 
answerable it would have to he answered. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he could 
only attempt to answer it on the point 
raised by the hon. Member. He might 
point to an hon. Gentleman opposite who 
had himself been a County Court 
Judge, and who had given an unswerving 
support to this Bill. He himself had 
been a practitioner in the County Court, 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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and was registrar of 1 County Court for 
twelve or fourteen years, and during that 
time it was his business to try to become 
acquainted with the matter. In _ his 
experience the County Courts had 
served a great purpose both in the 
interests of the poor and of the commercial 
community. Nine hundred and _ ninety- 
nine out of every thousand cases passing 
through County Courts involved small 
amounts, and were practically not hear! 
atall. They were practically undefended 
eases. He himself disposed of 700 or 
800 of sich cases, each involving only 
one minute’s consideration, ina day. A 
great fact in the history of County Courts 
was that it had been the policy of Parlia- 
ment, eversince 1847, to gradually increase 
their jurisdiction. The jurisdiction was 
increased trom £20 to £50, and at that 
time the same arguments were employed 
against the proposal which had now been 
amply shown to be fallacious. In one 
form or another Parliament had placed 
on the County Court duties which they 
admirably fulfilled, as a rule. Figures 
showed that the smaller cases had not 
been neglected. Equally, cases involving 
commercial questions had been decided at 
infinitely less cost though not without 
proper remuneration to solicitors and 
others, the cost being less because wit- 
nesses had not to be taken to linger in 
London for days and days. The wit- 
nesses were on the spot, and the local 
administration of justice was in evidence. 
His hon. friend had appealed to the law 
officers of the Crown to make this Bill a 
workable measure. From the first 
moment of the introduction of the Bill 
they had begged the law officers of the 
Crown to state where it was not workable, 
and to help to provide the necessary 
machinery ; and though his hon. and 
learned friend the Attorney-General had 
deemed it his duty to take up a more or 
less neutral position in connection with 
the Bill, he was sure that his hon. and 
learned friend’s knowledge of Scottish 
procedure must have satisfied him that 
there was a case even for unlimited juris- 
diction with, of course, the right of 
removal, The only question in the 
Committee was whether the jurisdiction 
should not be £500 instead of £100, and 
| the £100 was ultimately adopted in great 
measure as a compromise. He hoped in 
another place the Government would 
supply any deficiencies that might exist, 
although he himself did not admit any. 
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Up to the present that had not been the 
attitude of the Government. The attitude 
of the Government, as expressed by the 


{26 JuNe 1903} 


Lord Chancellor in connection with this | 
reform, was to object to the principle of | 


the extension of jurisdiction. 
bers of Commerce and elsewhere they 
had tried to meet the views of the 
Government. His right hon. friend and 
himself introduced a Bill of numerous 


clauses with adequate machinery, and he | 


had a letter from the Lord Chancellor 
written in 1898 in which he stated that 
if the occasion should arrive for discussing 


the subject with a view to legislation, his | 
Lordship would consider the question of | 


receiving a deputation. He had also a 
letter from the Lord Chancellor in which 
he objected entirely to the extension of 
jurisdiction. The House of Commons 
had, however, decided otherwise and had 
emphatically approved the feeling in the 
country that local Courts should have ex- 
tended jurisdiction. 


Where was the lack of machinery ? 
Was it a question of expenditure ? The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton had frequently stated that 
money could be obtained through the Esti- 
mates without the necessity for legislation 
at all. The Treasury would take the fees; 
and if the fees were too high the ruling 
Committee of Judges could alter them. 
If the Treasury took the fees then the 
Treasury was bound to provide the neces- 
sary machinery. Then his hon. friend 
referred to the necessity for buildings. 
There was no necessity for that. Every 
locality was bound to place the town hall 
or the parish hall at the disposal of a 
County Court Judge; and the vast increase 
in cities and parishes of local government 
provided ample accommodation without 
the necessity of spending a penny on 
Courts. Take the Westminster County 
Court district. Both the present town 
hall and the Caxton Hall would be avail- 
able. There was no need for any 
expenditure in that direction. Then it 
was said that the Judges would be in- 
adequate for the work. He had heard 


In Cham- | 


146, 
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other Judges equally difficult to deal with, 
and not at all more competent. What 
was required was really a redistribution 
of the work. There was power by Order 
in Council to alter the time and place 
where the Court sat and to provide 


| additional assistance, either an ad- 
ditional Judge or an _ additional 
regist rar. He was not impeaching the 


devotion to duty displayed by the 
Judges. Very much the contrary, but 
he found that in the Metropolis, out of 
say 300 available working days, the 
average number of sittings was 171. 
In the country the average number of 
sittings was only 146, and it was quite 
evident that if the average was only 
there must have been many 
cases in which the number of sittings 
was below that. That showed that it 
was redistribution and re-arrangement 
that was wanted, and that could be done 


without the necessity for legislation. 


His hon. friend also referred to the 
question of remuneration. He thought 
that underpaid judicial work was as bad 
and as disadvantageous as any other 
underpaid work, and he quite agreed 
that if as the result of experience there 
was undue pressure on any Court, 
it would have to be redressed. But 
surely they might ask for experience 
first as to how far the existing margin 
would be available. His hon. friend 
said that there would be no pension 
That was not correct practically, because, 
if the Judge were permanently disabled, 
the Lord Chancellor could grant him 
two-thirds of his salary, and, as a matter 
of fact, that happened. He quite agreed 


that in some cases, but by no means in 


so many general statements of that | 


character that he had taken the trouble 
to get the actual figures with reference 
to the employment of Judges. He might 
be allowed to state, with a large ex- 
perience, that there might be exceptions 
which were difficult to deal with among 
County Court Judges; but there were 


High Courts. 
and 


all, certainly not in cases where the 
Judges were under-worked, there might 
be a claim for remuneration, and that 
claim would have to be attended to. If 
it were a question of too high fees, the 
Committee of the Judges with the 
Treasury and the Lord Chancellor could 
reduce them, and if it were a question 
of unequal work that could be remedied 
by redistribution. He quite admitted 
that if an increase of work fell upon tie 
Judges, they would have an equitable 
claim to consideration. At present there 
was a great stagnation of justice in 
consequence of the impossibility of pro- 
secuting cases involving only £100 in the 
That was a most costly 


unwise proceeding which no 











675 County Courts Juris- 
solicitor would advise, unless the ques 
tion of principle was __ involved. 
Adequate machinery could be provided 
if the Government would only help. 
The reform proposed in the Bill was 
supported by the whole commercial com- 
munity. It affected the administration 
of justice in this country, and it would 
remove a great sense of injustice owing 
to the cost of prosecuting cases in the 
High Courts. On those grounds he 
hoped that the House would re-aftirm 
the principle that there was need for 
legislation, and that all the suggested 


Amendments were corollary to the 
passage of the measure; and if 
experience justified it, they would 


follow as incidents of a Bill which he 
believed to be a large step in the 
direction of law and reform. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he 
desired to inform his hon. and learned 
friend the Attorney-General that, as 
far as he was aware, commercial men 
looked with a great deal of anxiety 
to the attitude which the Government 
had adopted in connection with this Bill. 
There was a sense of injustice and of 
wrong which, if not removed by this 
Bill or some other Bill, would very 
formidably react against those who were 
responsible for its continuance. He 
could assure his hon. and learned friend 
that commercial men did not think that 
on a question of this kind it was 
sufficient for the Government to main- 
tain a policy of splendid detachment 
and inaction. It was a matter in 
which settled convictions were expected, 
and if they were not found the res- 
ponsibility for not possessing them 
would not be regarded as insignificant. 
It had never been denied, it could not 
be denied, that the commercial commun- 
ity of this country, to the well being 
of which they attached so much conse- | 
quence, was practically unanimous in 
its dissatisfaction at the present mode 
of dealing with a certain class of actions 
at law. Chambers of Commerce were 
unanimous in the matter ever since he 
had known anything about them, now | 
some twenty years. One branch ot the 
legal profession which was in direct con- 
tact with litigants in this country, and | 
which was to a great extent responsible | 
for the opinions which had been ex- | 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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pressed by the Chambers of Commerce, 
was entirely in accord with that 
opinion. The other branch . of the 
profession, of which he himself had the 
honour of being a member, showed 
At the present time 
common law cases involving over £50 
could be remitted to the County Courts, 
and cases involving larger amounts 
could be remitted under certain technica] 
restrictions. The average number of 
cases remitted by consent between 1876 
and 1880 was about 400, but bet ween 1897 
and 1901 the average was 16,004 per 
annum. That showed that at any rate in 
the great centres of population there was 
absolute confidence in the capacity of 
County Court Judges to deal with that 
class of action. There was also power 
in a district registry and the central 
office in the High Court to remit to the 
County Court Judges other common 
law actions not limited in amount 
to £100. In the last year for which 
there were statistics 16,000 such actions 
were remitted, 2,000 being from the 
Metropolitan County Courts, and the 
County Courts of Birmingham, Man- 
chester, Liverpool, Cardiff, and Brighton. 
That showed that there was great 
anxiety on the part of litigants to have 
their litigation disposed of as near as 
possible to their own residences and 
with reasonable cheapness. He did not 
see how it could be seriously suggested 
in the face of those facts that the de- 
mand of the representatives of the com- 
mercial community did not disclose a 
real evil which should be dealt with. To 
his mind it was not enough, and he 
spoke with all respect, that the Govern- 
ment, charged with the administration 
of justice as one of the first concerns of 
a civilised community, should merely say 
with reference to a measure of this 
kind that it would not do. This was not 
a competition upon aprize puzzle. Re- 
form of the administration of justice 
should not be settled by a sort of guessing 
competition. It was not enough to say 
to the competitors ‘‘ You are wrong.” 


diction Extension Bill. 


Somebody was responsiblein the matter, 


and he hoped the question would not be 
looked uponentirely from the point of view 


‘of the imperfections of the present Bill. 


For his part, he believed that this Bil! 
in its present form would practically 
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ministration of civiljustice inthis country, 
by the trial of causes on the Circuits, 
and he looked at the prospect with some- 


thing like dismay. For the greater part | 


of his working life he had been engaged in 


attempting to help in the administration | 


of justice, and he might be pardoned if 
he felt concern at any such prospect. But 
this country did not exist for the sake 
of the judicial system or the legal pro- 
fession. They existed to meet the 
necessities of the country. The great 


question he should like to see debated 


was what ought to be done with an ad- 
mitted administrative evil. It was also 
said that this Bill would wreck the 
County Court system. He thought there 
was risk of that. It should be re- 
membered that 50,000 actions passed 
through these Courts every year. They 
were actions of little people who came 
into Court very frequently from their 
work, and to whom it was a very serious 
question whether they lost half a day’s 
work or perhaps a day’s work. Dozens, 
sometimes scores, of such cases were 
disposed of in the course of the 
day, usually to the satisfaction of the 
litigants. It was a very serious matter 
to those poor people whether a 
change of procedure in the judicial 
forum established to deal with disputes 
which affected their social life and in- 
terest as vitally as the great disputes of 
commercial men affected theirs, should 
result in the denial of justice to them. 
What would happen under this Bill ? 
At the present time, and he believed any 
hon. Member who had practical experi- 
ence in the administration of the law 
would agree, any case which had any- 
thing in it would practically occupy a 
working day. Some cases occupied 
three or four days, and he had known 
cases adjourned from sitting to sitting 
and which ultimately had to be heard in 
instalments of one day at a time until 
the inconvenience disgusted the suitors. 
The serious question with regard to 
County Court jurisdiction was whether 
Parliament would put on County Court 
Judges who were created to act as Judges 
of small debt Courts in this country 
cases which would occupy days to the 
interruption of the business for which the 
Court was created. As the representa- 


tive of a commercial constituency he 
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wreck the ancient system of the ad- | 
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regarded the interests of the community 
with great concern, but in the form 


in which it was now the Bill would 


be a mockery both for suitors in the 
High Court and suitors in the County 
Court. He had received a letter from a 
gentleman who had very great experi- 
ence on the subject, and who stated that 
for years the commercial community had 
been trying to have steps taken to have 
disputes for moderate amounts settled 
in the County Courts and that they were 
supported by every newspaper of stand- 
ing in the country. His correspondent 
added that the present circuit system 
was practically moribund, that many 
actions were remitted to the County 
Court, with the result that “the 
proper business of those Courts is 
blocked and the responsibility of the 
Judges more than doubled.” That was 
the statement of a man who knew thie 
facts as well, and perhaps better, than 
any other man in this country. In his 
opinion it would not be proper on the 
part of the Government to permit this 
Bill to be passed in a form in which 
it would prevent County Courts from 
discharging to a great extent the special 
work they were established to discharge. 

With regard to the Assize system, 
statistics showed that at the present 
time the bulk of the business was 
concerned with cases between £50 and 
£100 and if an average were taken it 
would be found that the amount involved 
in the majority of such cases was nearer 
£50 than £100. In some towns the 
Assizes were little more than a solemn 
pageant. There were two Assize towns 
in the country where since 1889 the 
combined number of cases _ totalled 
three. That was a very serious matter. 
There was a yearly increasing resort to 
the County Courts, whereas the ancient 
forum of justice was substantially deserted. 
It showed a condition of things 
to which it was not possible that any 
Government should be indifferent. A 
good deal had been said about the 
attitude of solicitors and of the bar. At 
the annual general meeting of the bar, on 
the Motion of Sir Edward Clarke this 
Bill was criticised but no veto was put 
upon it. It was criticised because of its 
defects and the absolute absence of 
machinery. He would respectfully urge 
the Government to deal with this 
question as a practical question. He 
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hoped that the attention which this | 


Bill had evoked would have the effect of 
introducing some prospect of an early 
change in the judicial system such as 
would enable the County Courts to be 
utilised as far as they could, but which 
would, at any rate, provide a forum in 
the great towns in connection with the 
High Court which would satisfy the 
demand of the commercial community 
of the country. Although he thought 
that the Bill in the form in which it 
stood would have a mischievous effect 
on the judicial system he could not vote 
against the Third Reading because he 
regarded it as a protest against a policy 
of inaction in face of a serious and 
reasonable public demand. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
his hon. and learned friend had just 
announced his intention of voting for 
the Bill although he regarded it as an 
impossible measure and one which, 
if it became law, would wreck the admin- 
istration of justice not only in the High 
Court but in the County Court. 


*Mr. DUKE: I said I should not vote 
against the Bill. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY thought the 
hon. and learned Gentleman went 
further. Undoubtedly the circum- 
stances were very peculiar, for they had 
one Member moving the recommittal 
of the Bill to insert a clause which he 
knew to be impossible, and another 
declining to vote against the Third 
Reading, though he believed it would 
wreck the judicial administration of the 
country. The only question before the 
House concerned the merits of this 
particular Bill, and he could not accept 
the invitation to enter into a general 
discussion of the whole question of the 
judicial arrangements of the country. 
It was said that Chambers of Commerce 
throughout the country were in favour 
of the Bill. But there was one im- 
portant exception to the approval of the 
Bill by the Chambers of Commerce. 
Liverpool had passed a _ Resolution 
against it. 


Sik JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said Liverpool had two 
County Court Judges. 


Mr. Duke. 


{COMMONS} 





680 


diction Extension Bill. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said other 
large towns and cities also had local 
Courts of theirown. Heconsidered that 
_the opinion of Liverpool in any case was 
entitled to weight ; and he thought the 
Chambers of Commerce, who had 
petitioned in favour of the Bill, intended 
rather to express a general aspiration 
to have an extension of County Court 
jurisdiction than an opinion on the 
merits of the Bill. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said that, 
with the one exception referred to by 
the Attorney-General, the Chambers of 
‘Commerce had petitioned in favour of 


the Bill. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he was 
afraid that they did not fully appreciate 
the effect the Bill would have in penal- 
ising those who might desire to bring 
actions into the High Court, and who 
might fail to obtain High Court costs if 
the amount could have been recovered 
in the County Courts. There was a 
means under Order 14 by which 
summary procedure could be obtained 
in the High Court in cases in which 
there was no real defence, and there was 
a danger that if this Bill were carried 
| High Court costs would be withheld. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said that if 
judgment was obtained under Order 
14 full costs were now recoverable. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said this did 
not affect his observation that, if it were 
made possible to obtain judgment for 
sums up to £100 in County Courts, the 
High Court costs might not be given. 
This Bill, in any case, would seriously in- 
jure the County Court system, although 
he was not prepared to go quite so far 
as the hon. and learned Member for 

|Plymouth, who said the Bill was 
| calculated to wreck the whole system of 
the administration of justice. A County 
|Court Judge, of great experience and 
| ability, assured him that the effect of 
| the Bill on the working of the County 
| Court system in the Metropolis would be 
| most serious. The County Courts were 
| introduced as Courts for the recovery of 
small debts. If other actions, involving 
| a prolonged hearing, were admitted, there 
| would be serious interference with that. 


| 
| 
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work. 


straining the machine. If such a/ 
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There was a danger of over-| There was a district in Lancashire in 


diction Extension Bill. 682 


which only five Courts were held. What 


change were to be contemplated by the! were the figures concerning that district 


Government it would be necessary to. 
see what additions to the judgeships, the | 
office staffs, and the building accom- 
modation were necessary. The country 
could not be committed to the additional 
expenditure thus involved without in 

quiry and a well-considered plan. It 
would be seen, therefore, that this 
measure dealt only with a very small 
part of a large subject; and he was not 
at all surprised that the Treasury had 
not given authority for incurring expen- 


diture in the promotion of such a) 


measure as this, which, however well 
meant, did not and could not deal with 
the whole subject. He was unable to 
vote for the Motion of the hon. Member 
for South-West Manchester because he 
looked on it as quit: as unworkable as 
the Bill itself. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton E.) said there was something 
about the debate which was altogether 
outside the Bill under discussion. When 
speeches were delivered in such a debate | 
by some of the most distinguished of 
the younger Members of the House who, 
while they might have a wide acquaint- 
ance with many things, had very little 
acquaintance with the administration of 
justice, but felt very strongly about other 
Sills, Members generally might per-| 
haps form their own conclusions. With- | 
out further alluding to that point, he 
would turn to the speech of the 
Attorney-General, which he was bound | 


to say he did not understand. He) 
altogether denied the proposition of the. 
hon. and learned Member that the Bill | 
was unworkable and would break down | 
for want of necessary additional | 
machinery. There was no necessity to 
appoint any additional Judges. There 
were at present fifty-nine County Court 
Judges, and the Act of 1888 provided for 
the appointment of sixty. What was really 
wanted was a redistribution of judicial 
vork. On that point he would have to 
trouble the House with a few figures, 
especially afterthe speech of the hon. Mem- 
per for South-West Manchester, who had 
spoken almost with tears of theenormous 
amount of work performed in the district 
with which he was most familiar. 





/no difficulty in securing them. 


last year? The average number of days 
in the judicial year of a High Court Judge 
was trom 200 to 210. In this district, 
which included the towns of Bury, 
Bolton, Oldham, Rochdale, and Wigan, 
there were only 146 sittings in the 
year before the Judge. How could an 
increase in the number of Judges be asked 
for under such circumstances? No 
doubt London was exceptional, but the 
Lord Chancellor had power to transfer 
any of the Judges, to redistribute the 
sittings as he liked, or to take a Judge 
from a district where he was not doing 


sufficient work and add him _ to 
another. Even with the jurisdiction 
extended, he was not prepared to 


admit there was any necessity to increase 
the number of County Court Judges. 
Originally, no doubt, these Courts were 
instituted to take the place of the small 
debt Courts, but that position had 
long since passed away. There were not 
small debt Courts now. In several 
respects the jurisdiction of the County 
Courts had been extended by the Act of 
1888 to cases up to £500, and there were 
men sitting on the County Court Bench 
who were quite competent to sit in the 


| High Court, and whose appointment to 
'the High Court would be hailed with 


satisfaction by the public. Where, then, 
was the machinery to break down 3 

He admitted the case of London would 
have to be considered by itself. He 
thought additional Judges would be 
wanted in London, but there would be 
As to 
the buildings, that question would settle 
itself. The judicial accommodation pro- 
duced by the County Courts would com- 
pare very favourably with the judicial 
accommodation provided for the superior 
Courts thirty years ago. But supposing 
these difficulties did exist, they could 
be dealt with in another place. The 
House of Lords had a form by which 
they dealt provisionally for expenditure, 
and there were in that chamber a large 
number of Judges and ex-Judges, and 
other eminent lawyers, who could remedy 
every defect which had been pointed out. 
He was not, however, advocating any addi- 
tion. He thought it much better that the 
principle of the extended jurisdiction 
should be affirmed, and the experiment 
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fairly tried, before the country was com- 
mitted to any extra expenditure. He 
would certainly oppose any addition 
to the judicial staff until the experiment 
had been tested. Since 1888 and before 
the Associated Chambers of Commerce had 
been asking for this Bill. For years all 
the mysterious delays attending private 
Members’ legislation had been suffered, 
but now at last the Bill had a chance. 
The question was so undebatable that 
the Measure passed its Second Reading 
and through the Grand Committee with- 
out a division, and he had ventured 
- to say, perhaps somewhat boldly, 
that it was the duty of the Attorney- 
General, as the first law officer of the 
Crown, and the law officer of the 
House of Commons, under these circum- 
stances, if he thought the Bill needed 
amending, to prepare clauses for the pur- 
pose. If the hon. and learned Member 
had not had time he could doubtless have 
obtained assistance from his two young 
friends who had taken so much interest in 
the debate and who had shown such strik- 
ingability in the matter of drafting Amend- 
ments. But the Attorney-General had 
not done so, although the House, by an 
immense majority, composed of ail shades 
of political opinion, had expressed its 
desire that the Bill should pass. He 
thought the debate had now served its 
purpose ; having lasted an hour and a 
half, it had paid sufficient toll to the 
exigencies of the situation. But there 
was something due to the House itself, 
and to the commercial community out- 
side, and it was with perfect confidence 
he asked the House to proceed at once to 
read the Bill a third time. 


County Courts Juris- 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said it was a novel doctrine to come 
from the right hon. Gentleman that a 
Bill should be sent to the House of Lords 
in an imperfect state in order that it 
might be put right there. 
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*Sirn HENRY FOWLER : I did not say 
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it was in an imperfect state. I do not 


think it is. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON said the right 
hon. Gentleman had been rather 
accustomed to resent such proceedings on 
the part of the Huuse of Lords. How. 
ever, he had come to the House with the 
intention of seeing this Bill through, 
as he had received many communica- 
tions from his constituents in favour 
of the passage of the Measure. Address- 
ing a lay intelligence only to the 
question, he totally failed to see the con- 
stitutional dangers in the way of ex- 
tending the ordinary jurisdiction of 
County Courts up to £100. In Scot- 
land the Sheriff Courts dealt with 
higher values with great success, and 
they wanted law as cheap as they could 
get it. To increase the limit should be a 
great boon to a numerous class vf suitors, 
and he did not know why there should be 
such terrible dangers as had been pre- 
dicted. He hoped the Attorney-General 
would vote for the Third Reading, and 
not lead into the division lobby a large 
number of hon. Members against the Bill. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton was mistaken in regard to his 
object in opposing the Bill. After what 
had fallen from the Attorney-General, and 
in view of the fact that the Government 
were not willing to put in clauses to 
make the Bill workable, he would ask 
leave to withdraw his Amendment and 
divide the House on the Third Reading. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put : 


The 
Noes, 10. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 133.) 


160 ; 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


Bond, Edward 
Brigg, John 


Burt, Thomas 





, Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Brown, Geo. M. (Hdinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson . 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. TL. ALE 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
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Crves, H. Shepherd (Lolton) 
Davies, M.Vaughan (Cardign 
Devhn, Chas. Kamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 
Donelan, ‘oo A. 

Doughty, Geo, 

Douglas, Ghuiie M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt Hon.SirJ(Man’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

G arfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,Sir AugustusF rederick 
dreene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Griffith, Ells J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
(;urdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hammond, John 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H 
Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morlzy) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Johnstone, Heywood 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
J ones, W illiam(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
ae Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Acerengte >} | 
ae e, Col. Hon. Heneage 
” Sir Joseph 
iosiiueh Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, ‘John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lundon, 4 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Kenna, Reginald | 
Meysey-Thom n, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. rf aten Aes 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. JohnP (Galway,N. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John —, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, “3 
| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, ) 
| O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Shee, James John 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Pemberton, John S. G. 
Philipps, John W ynford 
| Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Purvis, Robert 
Pym, é. Guy 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 





NOES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Talbot,Rt.Hn. JG (Oxf d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxteth) 
| Welby, Lt. -ColA.C.E.( Taunton 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath | 





| Wanklyn, 
| Wason ‘Eugene(Clack mannan) 
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| Rotend, William (Clare, 
| Rigg, Richard 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
_ Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
| Kuneiman, Walter 


| Russell, T. W. 


Sadler, ol. Samuel Alexander 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Smpman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smith, H.C( North mb.1 yneside 
Spear. John Ward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, ‘Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Tvoulmin, George 

Trevelyan Charles Philips 
Walrond, Re. HnSirWilliamH. 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
James Leslie 


Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, EZ. R.) 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wood, James 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Albert Rollit and Sir 
James Woodhouse. 





| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Galloway and Mr. 
Winston Churchill. 





Bill read the third time, and passed. 


GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 
(THIRD READING]. 
Order for the Third Reading read. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
that this Bill which had been brought 
forward by his hon. friend was not one 
‘o which he wished to offer any serious 
opposition. His hon. friend was s» 
well known for the interest he took 
in all Postal questions, and was so 
widely reputed as one of the greatest 
authorities on these questions, that any 





proposal he might make must be 


received with the greatest respect and 
attention. His hon. friend was fortun- 
ately in his place, and all that he 
wished to do in respect to the interest- 
ing proposal which his hon. friend had 
made was to ask him a few questions, 
which no doubt he would be able to 
answer, and remove from his mind any 
lingering doubt he might have as to 
the expediency of this proposal. His 
hon. friend might perhaps be able to 
explain why it was necessary to have 
such a Bill at all. One would have 
thought that such a matter could have 
been dealt with by the Postmaster- 
General on his own responsibility; and 
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that it should have been necessary to | He himself held very strong views as to 
take up the time of the House, whose | the shocking abuse which already existed 
business was already so much congested, |in the expenditure of Members of 
with such a Bill, was a serious reflection | Parliament in these directions, and he 
on the efficiency of the public administra- | did not feel inclined to afford any further 
tion. He supposed there were some | facilities for extending that abuse. 

constitutional reasons which prevented | 
the Postmaster-General issuing Postal | 





Orders for a guinea. He had searched | 


diligently for them, but had found 
none. He would like to ask his hon. 
friend how much his proposal was 
going to cost, because they were bound 
in these days to scrutinise with care 
every item of expenditure. He had 
often thought that the printing bill of 
the country was a matter for very serious 
consideration. Hundreds of thousands of 
pounds were spent on printing, and 
any new proposal to increase that ex- 
penditure must be looked upon with 
caution. In the next place he wanted 
to know where was the Postmaster- 
General! One would have imagined 
that, when any measure like this, which 
affected his Department, came before the 
House, the right hon. Gentleman would 
have been in his place, and would have 
been able to have told the House how 
much this proposal was going to cost. 
The Postmaster-General took a great 
interest in the working of his Depart- 


ment, and it was to be hoped that his | 


absence on this occasion did not portend 
that his attention had been withdrawn 
from the work of his Department, and 
that he was not being entangled in the 
controversy regarding preferential tariffs 
which might compromise an otherwise 
brilliant career. He should like to 
know, apart from the question of cost, 
what was the reason for this particular 
postal order for a guinea? It seemed to 
him that the existing postal order for 
twenty shillings and another for a 
shilling would achieve every purpose of 
a guinea postal order. Those who dealt 
in guineas were not usually of the im- 
poverished class. His hon. friend, he 
believed, said that the guinea postal 
order would be useful for charitable 
purposes. It occurred to him that if the 
proposal of his hon. friend were adopted 
it might encourage the demands on 
Members of Parliament for subscriptions 
to Football Clubs, Christmas Goose Clubs 
Choral Societies, Lyceums, and the like. 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he hoped the House was going 
to receive some explanation as to the 
| necessity of such a Bill. There was 
| really no practical difficulty at present in 
| remitting a guinea. It was perfectly 
| possible to obtain a postal order for a 
| shilling, and another for twenty shillings 
‘and putting the two together there was 
| the guinea. Moreover, he would point 
out that for many years past there had 
| been no such coin asa guinea ; and coins 
|of a sovereign and a shilling were 
‘already provided for by legislation. 
| They had been told by the Postmaster- 
|General, whose interest in this Bill 
'was well illustrated by his absence, 
‘that these Postal Orders had to be 
| printed at the public cost, and that 
| large numbers had to be kept in stock. 
| Now, the effect of this Bill, if passed, 
|would be that a large portion of the 
|stock at present in hand would be 
| rendered useless, and that might require 
| the interposition of a public committee ot 
‘inquiry. With a Bill of this sort before 
| the House there ought to be some repre- 
sentative of the Government on_ the 
Treasury Bench. That the Treasury 
| Bench should be deserted in this manner 
| was discourteous to the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he was very much in favour of 
the Bill of his hon. friend the Member 
for Canterbury ; but it was hardly treat- 
ing the House of Commons with respect 
that no member of the Government was 
present when such an important Bill 
was being considered. If the Postmaster- 
General himself could not be present, 
he ought to have sent a substitute. (At 
this point Mr. H. W. Forster entered 
the House, and took his seat on the 
Treasury Bench.) They had the satisfac- 
tion ‘at last of seeing one of the Govern- 
ment satellites come in, and perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman would indicate what the 
Postmaster-General thought of this Bill. 
It was no extreme inconvenience to be 
obliged to take out two small orders in 
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order to make up a given sum. Really 
he thought the Third Reading of the Bill 
was only a question of time, and when a 


Guinea Postal 


certain hour was reached, no doubt the | 


Bill would be passed with the cordial 
assent of the Member for Oldham as well 


as of the nuble Lord the Member for | 


Greenwich. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, | 


Fareham) suggested to the hon. Member 
for Canterbury that he should consider 
the advisability of withdrawing the Bill 
in order to enable the Deceased Wife’s 
Sister Bill to be proceeded with. His 
hon. friends the Members for Oldham 
and Greenwich were strongly opposed to 
this Postal Order Bill, and therefore felt 
compelled to discuss it fully ; but, on the 
other hand, they were extremely anxious 
to see the Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill 
pass into law, and it would be a pity to 
disappoint them. He hoped, therefore, 
his hon. friend the Member for Canter- 
bury would drop his Bill for the present. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said the hon. 
Member who last spoke was a com- 
paratively new Member of the House, 


or he would have known that the adop- | 


tion of such a course would not bring him 
any nearer the object he had in view, as 
he would see by the congested state of 
the order-book. The hon. Member for 
Canterbury really had good cause for 
complaining that there was no representa- 
tive of the Post Office present that after- 
noon. 
that subject for many years, and in spite 
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The hon. Member had worked at | 
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that could be easily explained. But if 
the issue of guinea orders was to be 
_attended with a considerable increase of 
cost, would not that materially reduce the 
large profit now earned? He would like 
to know also if the cost of keeping up 
the stock of orders would not be very 
considerable. He hoped that some satis- 
factory assurances would be forthcoming 
|on these points, as he did not want 
either to vote for the adjournment of the 
debate or for the rejection of the Bill. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) said he was too sensible of the 
kindness extended to him by the House 
of Commons in past years to ignore the 
| appeals addressed to him on this occasion 
by hon. Members on both sides of the 
House. This Guinea Postal Order 
question had been before the House of 
Commons for many years, and the intro- 
duction of the Bill had been rendered 
necessary by the fact that no power was 
given in the original Act for issue of 
orders of this denomination. The Bill 
had the warm support of the Postmaster- 
General ; the goodwill of the Leaders of 
the Opposition, of the Leader of the 
Nationalist Party, and of the leading com- 
mercial men in the House. With regard 
to the question of cost he could assure 
hon. Members that the issue of postal 
orders was the most profitable branch of 
Post Office business. On lost orders alone 
the Government made a profit of £12,000 
a year, and under the contract which had 
just been entered into, the saving would 
be more than sufficient to cover the cost 
of the new issue. 


of the opposition of the Post Office he , 


had produced many reforms. It was 
therefore unfair that when a Bill of that 
kind came before the House the Post- 
master-General should not be in his place 


to assist in carrying it, and to congratu- | 


late the hon. Member on the successful 
issue of his labours. It was very im- 
portant that they should have some ex- 
planation from the Treasury as to the cost 
of issuing these orders. The Return 
showed an increasing issue of orders every 
year ; the last Report gave a total of 
£13,000,000 odd, as compared with 
£9,000,000 in 1882, and that surely 
afforded ample justification for granting 
increased facilities for the issue of orders. 
Undoubtedly there had been some slight 
falling off in the number of ls. orders 
ima in the same period, but no doubt 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL : There 
is the cost of the printing, and the loss 
of the extra halfpenny now obtained. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON said the 
saving would also cover the cost of 
supplying counterfoils. The bankers of 
the United Kingdom had in a most 
generous manner withdrawn their objec- 
tion to the issue of guinea orders and he 
would like to point out how convenient 

it would be to many persons to be able 
to send away their contributions to 
charitable and other societies in a single 
|order. The guinea was popular because, 
the shilling paid the expenses, and the 
charitable institutions, etc., had £1 clear. 
He hoped that after this explanation hon. 
Members would allow the Bill to pass. , 
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Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans) next rose. 


Sik WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): I beg to move that the 
Question be now put. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope that will be 
unnecessary and that the debate will not 
be unduly prolonged. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS said he only 
wanted to point out that no account had 
been taken by the hon. Member of 
indirect loss on cheques for a guinea 
which would no longer be drawn. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : Not one 
farthing. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS said he could not 
accept that view. He felt that there would 
be a loss on cheques which would cease to 
be drawn if the Bill were passed. He, like 
other hon. Members, resented the absence, 
of the representative of the Post Office, 
but possibly as the hon. Member for 
Canterbury long ago earned the sobriquet 
of “the Postmaster-General ” the present 
state of the Front Bench was intended 
to be some s rt of official recognition 
that postal matters were in future to 


be left in his hands. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY LANDS BILL. 
(THirp Reaprne. } 


Order for the Third Reading read. 


Str A. HAYTER (Walsall) said he did 
not rise to oppose the Bill, but he 
wished to point out a flaw in it. The 
Bill, while regulating the hiring of 
land by County and Borough Councils, 
to be afterwards leased to Volunteers 
for shooting practice, omitted to deal 
with the case of the purchase of land, 
which was also contemplated in one 
of the clauses That defect, he feared, 
vitiated the whole Bill. It was strictly 
the business of the Government to con. 
cern itself with this question, and a 
Bill which involved a charge on the 
rates should not, in his opinion, be in 
the hands of a private Member. 


{COM MONS} 
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Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
|said he had allowed the Bill to pass 
former stages with the greatest possible 
reluctance. It was practically a Govern- 
/ment Bill, introduced through the 
medium of a private Member; it would 
enable Councils, at the expense of the 
rates, to hire land for purely military 
purposes, and he protested against the 
opening given by the Bill to the 
military authorities, to place what were 
really Imperial obligations on the locab 
rates. The Volunteer forces now con- 
stituted a distinct part of our Army 
Corps system. He believed there was 
nothing to prevent the Crown, by Royal 
Proclamation, calling out the Volun- 
teers to serve in any part of the world. 
They were part of the military organi- 
sation of the country, and local rates. 
ought not, therefore, to be saddled with 
any part of their cost. Finally, he 
thought they had good cause for 
complaint that the Government were 
not represented in the House at that 
moment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said there 
was nobody more capable of appre- 
'ciating the importance of a Bill or its 
/true character than the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark. If ever there were a 
Bill public in its nature and in its 
essence, a Bill which ought to be pro- 
posed by the Government, it was this 
Bill. And yet they had not a single 
member of the Government, concerned 
with this kind of Bill—the Secretary 
of State for War, the Chancellor of the 
‘Exchequer, and the President of the 
Local Government Board — present to 
advise them. The Bill set up an en- 
tirely new principle ; it enabled County 
and Borough Councils to buy land 
| anywhere, and to pledge the local rates 
for the purpose. There was absolutely 
| no limitation. It was, in fact, a public 
Bill dealing with a public matter; yet 
‘there was no Member of the Govern- 
/ment present to advise the House. He 
felt very much inclined to move the ad- 
journment ; but perhaps a prolongation 
| of the debate for a little longer would 
| give some member of the Government 
| an opportunity of putting in an appear- 
ance. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND thought 
that the experience of the past few 
years wouid have ensured more strict 
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and Borough Councils to purchase land, 
although it was possible to hire it, and 
hence it had been deemed desirable to 


attention being paid by the representa- | give this authority. No doubt it would 
tives of the War Office in that House to | have been better if matters had been 
matters affecting the Army. Widespread | entirely kept under the control of the 
discontent and criticism had of late been War Office and not delegated to County 
directed against the management of the | or Borough Councils, for it was not the 
war; yet here they had still another | proper function of the latter bodies to 
instance of carelessness and laxity. It | attend to the military requirements of 
was a perfectly monstrous state of things | the country. But this after all was not 
that on the consideration of a Bill which | a new measure ; it was merely an exten- 





was for a purely military purpose not a 
single representative of the War Office 
was present. This was the second Bill 
dealing with a great Government De- | 
partment which had been under the 
attention of the House, and yet not a 
single member of the Government had 
thought it worth while to look in even 
for five minutes. It was not treating 
the House with proper respect. What | 
would the outside public say if it could 
see the state of the House at that | 
moment. Here was a Bill dealing with 
a new development of Army matters ; 
yet those who represented the War Office 
were treating it contemptuously and 
would not take the troubletocomeintothe | 
House if only fora few moments. Possibly | 


the absence of the Secretary of State for | 
War was as valuable as his presence. 
would be, but hearing, as they had done 
of late, so much about the Imperial spirit 
of the Empire and the influence exerted 
by our Volunteer forces in all parts of | 
the world, he felt it was regrettable that 
members of the Government should be | 
too busy formulating plans to make the | 
food of the people dearer to give the 
‘east possible attention to a Bill intended | 
to make the defensive forces of the 
country more efficient. It was a mon- | 
strous state of affairs ; and if the result | 
should be that the British Empire should | 
go to pieces, the Secretary of State for | 
War would be altogether to blame. 


sion of one which had already been 
passed, and the compulsory clauses. 
having been omitted he did not think 
he could any longer object to the Bill, 
especially as the military authorities 
were in favour of it. As to the absence 
of the Members of the Government he 
presumed that they did not anticipate 
any opposition to the Bill at that stage. 
If the House desired to take advice on 
that point it was in their power to do 
so, but at the same time he pointed out 


‘that this was not a new power, inasmuch 


as the County Councils now had power 
to purchase rifle ranges. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 


'he gathered there was a general feeling 


in the House that a_ representative 
of the War Office should have been 
present to advise the House upon 
this Bill, and he also understood the 


'hon. Baronet who had just sat down to 


say that both the War Office and the 


right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 


State for War approved of this Bill or 
that the military authorities were favour- 
able to it. Whether they were favour- 
able or not a representative of the War 
Office ought to be present to advise the 
House. He thought it was a very good 
Bill, and therefore in the absence of the 
Secretary of State for War he would 
undertake to defend it. The question of 


handing over any sort of military duties 


/in connection with the Volunteers to 
local bodies had been pointed to as being. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- | 
berwell, Peckham) pointed out that this | 


Bill, which gave County Councils or | 


the most important question in this Bill. 
He had always held that the Volunteer: 
forces would profit and increase the 





Borough Councils power to hire land by |further they were withdrawn from 
agreement, was merely an extension of | the purview of the War Office, and that 
the Act of 1892, under whichtheGouncils| much advantage could be obtained by 
had power to purchase land by agree- | them if they could be put more and more 
ment. The War Office had realisedthat | under local bodies. It was quite true 
it had not always been easy for County | the local management of Volunteers might 











695 Military 


clash with their duties in the so-called 
Army Corps Scheme, and anything that 
conflicted with that might be deemed a 
misfortune; but never having taken that 
view he did not regard that argument as 
one worthy of consideration or one that 
ought to weigh with the House. The 
value of the Volunteer forces of this 
country depended largely upon the local 
training which they received. The idea 
of the War Office at the present time 
was that Volunteers should only be 
trained on large open spaces. He read a 
few days previously that a brigade of 
Volunteers were taken from Neweastle to 
Salisbury Plain for the purposesof training ; 
but he might point out to the House that 
a Volunteer was only wanted in England, 
and in many cases he would have to fight 
among the hedgerows of his own county. 
Anything more absurd than to take 
them away from the country that they 
knew in order to train them on Salisbury 
Plain it was impossible to conceive. It 
wasof the greatestadvantage to trainmen 
locally, and to use for that purpose the 
country which they had a special know- 
ledge of. The value of such training had 
been seen in the Boer War, and in order 
that local Volunteers should be trained 
in that knowledge this Bill, or some- 
thing like it, was absolutely essential ; and 
who could better make arrangements 
with the farmers in the neighbourhood 
for the use of the land for this purpose 
than the local authorities. Would not 
they be able to make far better arrange- 
ments than the War Office authority. 
(Lord Stanley at this moment entered 
the House.) He was glad to see his 
noble friend now in his place, because 
he was perfectly certain that his noble 
friend would agree with every word 
that he had said and would be glad to 
offer his thanks for the manner in which 
he had sustained the position of the War 
Office. This Bill offered facilities for 
manceuvres, and there was nothing in 
its form to prevent the establishment of 
local rifle ranges, upon which the 
efficiency of the Volunteer rifle corps 
of the country so much depended. The 
Bill also offered means of economy, 
because it provided for the manceuvring 
of the Volunteers in their own counties 
instead of the absurd practice of taking 
a brigade from Newcastle to Salisbury 
Plain a. a great expense and waste of 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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their time in the journey there and back, 
and at a great cost to the public. The 
troops would be better trained in their 
own locality, and a great economy would 
be effected. Therefore he hoped that 
the absence of the Secretary of State for 
War on this occasion would not be 
deemed a reason for the rejection of this 
Bill, the benefit of which was incon- 
trovertible, and which if passed could 
not fail to put the Volunteers in a very 
much better position than that in which 
they had hitherto been placed. 


*Sir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk), said he was not disposed 
to follow the hon. Member for Oldham 
into the matter of whether it is ex- 
pedient to bring Volunteers from New- 
castle to Salisbury Plain, as the subject 
had no connection with the Bill before 
the House, beyond remarking that if 
Volunteers are to be brigaded with 
Regular troops, it follows that if they 
are not to be sent from home to meet 
the Regular troops at a rendezvous, the 
Regular troops must be taken to them. 
He then went on to say that a Bill of 
this character would find few friends in 
the House. He was not a military man 
but he was a ratepayer, and he objected 
to the cost of a matter of this kind 
being put upon the local rates. It was, 
in his opinion, a national affair, and 


should be dealt with by the War Office 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) 
hoped that the House would not be 
influenced by the hon. Member's 
objection. He did not wish to argue 
the question as between rates and taxes, 
though he had some little sympathy 
wihthe taxpayer. It must be remem- 
bered that in the Bills which had been 
passed by Parliament in recent years the 
taxpayers had been very heavily charged 
with expenditure for the provision of 
ranges at the more important centres 
of military administration, and he did 
not think it would be practicable to 
impose upon them the cost of providing 
local ranges purely for Volunteer prac- 
tice all over Great Britain. But he had 
another argument in favour of the Bill. 
It seemed to him to be very desirable to 
keep up the ancient interest of local 
bodies in the Volunteer force; and that 
would be effected to some extent, at any 
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rate, by the present measure, tothe | the Paper was to make the Bill more 
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general saving of the expenditure of | perfect. For the Bill itself, he thought 
public money. He was convinced that | his hon. and gallant friend deserved great 
the County Council of Gloucestershire, | credit, and for having dealt vigorously 
for example, who were extremely anxious | With a very painful subject. The first 
that the Bill should become law, would one he proposed to move was to leave 
be able to obtain a local range more | Out “of or above the age of thirteen 








cheaply and perhaps with more regard 

to the general interests of the public than | 
would be practicable for the War Office. | 
He believed that the Bill not only had | 
the support of his own County Council, | 
but also the practically unanimous | 
support of public opinion, at any rate in 
that part of England. It was a very 
smal] measure ; and for his part he would 
have been glad if it had gone rather 
further, and, under proper safeguards, 
enabled the local authorities, perhaps 
with the assent of the War Office, to bring 
compulsory powers to bear for the | 
purchase of land. But he welcomed the 

Bill in any case and hoped the Govern- 

ment would support it. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To. 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, | 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) said that | 
he felt he owed the House an apology | 
for not having been present when 
the Bill was brought up for a Third 
Reading ; but it had passed through 
its previous stages without a single | 
word, and he confessed that he had | 
looked upon it asa Bill which would | 
pass by the unanimous wish of the| 
House. He still hoped that that would | 
be the case. The War Office were! 
entirely in favour of the permissive | 
clause allowing agreements between | 
local authorities and landlords for the | 
hire of land for the purposes of the | 
measure, and they had always held that | 
the more they associated the local | 
authorities with local military enterprise | 
the better it would be. In this case! 
he was perfectly certain that it would | 
be much cheaper for the country. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


INCEST BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


years,” and the reason he moved it was 
this: that if they intended to punish 
this horrible crime effectually there was 
no object in limiting the age. He 
begged to move. 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words, 
ape 


‘of or above the age of thirteen years.’ ’— 
(Mr. Talbot.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


-~«Bill.” 


CoLtoneL LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said he had endeavoured to meet the 
wishes of hon. Members on both sides 
who had assisted him in framing this Bill. 
It was fully discussed in the Grand Com- 
mittee on Law, at which the Attorney- 
General was present, and various recom- 
mendations of the hon. and learned 
Member were taken into consideration. 


|The object of putting in the limit of 
| thirteen was to meet various recommenda- 


tions made on both sides of the House. 


| He believed also that any person commit- 


ting an offence against any person under 
that age would be amenable under 
another Act. That being so, he would 
ask the hon. Member not to press his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir WILLIAM ToMLINSON (Preston) 
having been called upon, 


Mr. GALLOWAY said on a_ point 
of order he had an Amendment of 
which he had given notice, which would 
come before the Amendment of the 
/hon. Baronet. He desired in Clause 1, 


| page 1, line 7, after the word “ daughter ”’ 


to insert the word “step-daughter.” 
| He hoped the Amendment would be 
| accepted, because, in his belief, the ex- 
perience of the Bill would show that 
| those were the most serious class of 


| cases, 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) said 


the only object he had in moving the | CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD said they had 
Amendments standing in his name upon | endeavoured to draft this Bill in such a 
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as much as was possible, because they 
hid felt that the moment they went too 
far abroad it might be impossible to meet 
the objections that might be raised. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL) Sir 
EpwWarD CARSON, 
asked upon a point of order whether it 


was within the purview of the Bill to! 
that which was not 
incest at present. Nobody doubted that 


make ‘‘ incest ” 


it was a most abominable thing that 
there should be such a crime, but he 
submitted that they would be going 


outside the Bill if they made punishable | 


as a criminal offence something which 
was not incest according to the present 
law. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) 
asked if the hon. and learned Gentleman 
had looked at the table of consan- 
guinity and affinity in the prayer-book, 
or the Matrimonial Causes Act. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘daugh- 
ter’ to insert the word ‘step-daughter.’ ’— 
(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question, “That the word ‘step- 
daughter’ be there inserted,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON said he 
desired that the Bill should become law, 
but he hoped consideration would be 
given to the extension he proposed to 


make by the Amendment standing in 


his name. The 27th Section of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 pro- 
vided that a wife should be able to obtain 
a dissolution of her marriage on the 
ground among others of incestuous 
adultery on the part of her husband. 


All the other offences named in that Act | 


were already punishable by law, and 
they wanted to maintain the strength of 
the law, and wanted to show that this 
country regarded these matters as very 
scrious matters. It was desirable that 
these offences, whether committed with 
persons related to the husband by con- 
sanguinity or only by affinity, at all 
events during the lifetime of his wife, 
ought to be treated with equal gravity. 


Colonel Lockwood. 
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way as to limit the number of relations | Incestuous adultery had been defined as 


|adultery committed by a husband with 
|a person with whom, if his wife were 
dead, he could not wed, owing to his 
| relationship with her either by con- 
/sanguinity or affinity. He begged to 
| move. 

Dublin University) | 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘sister,’ to 
insert the words ‘or who, being married, has 
committed incestuous adultery within the 
meaning of Section 27 of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1857.’ —(Sir William Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE said he was in no 
way associated with the promotion of this 
Bill, but hehad taken considerable interest 
in the discussion in the Grand Committee 
on Law when no one who desired to extend 
the Bill ventured to go so far as the hon. 

| Baronet, who now desired to extend it to 
entirely different offences to those com- 
prised in it. Incest was at present 
an offence under the ecclesiastical laws of 
this country, and it was open under a 
statute of Edward I. for any one to report 
a case to the Bishop of the diocese, who 
could impose either a pecuniary or cor- 
poreal penance. He understood from 
experts in ecclesiastical law that the 
Bishops had usually been satisfied in the 
past with a pecuniary penance, and that 
from very rich people large sums had 
been obtained. It was desired now to 
make the offence of incest punishable as 
a crime. When making incest a crime 
punishable by penal servitude or imprison- 
ment, it was desirable to limit it as much 
as possible, and the promoters had 
limited it to “grand-daughter, daughter, 
| or sister.” They had introduced no person 
| related by affinity, and had perhaps not 
| gone as far as they might, by not includ- 
jing persons connected by affinity. But 
the hon. Baronet asked for the inclusion 
| of quite a different matter, and by intro- 
ducing this Amendment was asking the 
House to make punishable what hereafter 
might become the law of the land by a 
Bill a little lower down on the Paper. 
The country was not yet ripe for making 
adultery punishable as a crime. If they 
were seeking to punish immorality gene- 
rally he would earnestly support his hon. 
friend, but he was not desirous of going 
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with him in introducing such an Amend-{ Mr. GALLOWAY said that in his 
ment into a Bill so limited in its scope as | opinion there were two objections to this 
this, which for the firs time was to make Amendment. In passing criminal statutes 
the crime of incest punishable as a crime. | it was, in the first place, usual to put in a 
Heheartily agreed that incestuous adultery | limitation of this kind, and if they gave 
should be punished, but he could not | unlimited scope they would have different 
support such an Amendment being intro- | Judges passing different sentences for the 





duced in such a limited Bill as this. 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD said his hon. 


friend would see the difficulty in which | 


they were placed; the effect of such 


an Amendment would be that the Bill | 


would be rejected in another place. They 
were most anxious that it should pass, and 
therefore he would ask his hon. friend to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Smr WILLIAM TOMLINSON said | 
he responded with great reluctance to the | 
appeal of the hon. Baronet. He was ex- | 


ceedingly sorry to hear that there was 
likely to be a difficulty in dealing with 
the Bill elsewhere if his Amendment was 
adopted, and under the circumstances he 
begged leave to withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. TALBOT said that the Amend- 
ment which he now proposed to move 
was not one which by any possibility 
could endanger the prospects of the Bill 
in this House or elsewhere. The object 
of this Amendment was to preserve to 
the Judge absolute discretion in passing 


sentence. Everybody conversant with | 


the criminal law knew that the cireum- 
stances under which an offence might 
be committed differed very widely, and 
that an offence committed by one person 
might not be by any means of equal 
gravity when committed by another, 


having regard to the attendant cir- | 


cumstances. Under those circumstances, 
he desired to leave the Judge absolute 
discretion in dealing with the cases 
brought before him. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1,-line 10, to leave out the words 
“and not exceeding seven years.’”— (Mr. 
Talbot.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


| same offence, than which there was 
| nothing more likely to bring the law 
‘into ridicule and contempt, and nothing 
which did so much harm to the admini- 
_ stration of the law. He hoped, therefore, 
the Amendment would not be persisted 
in. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD said he was 
| very reluctant to accept such an Amend- 
_ment, and he hoped bis hon. friend would 

withdraw it. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said he hoped the Amendment would not 
be accepted for the reasons pointed out 
by the hon. Member for South - West 
Manchester. They were for the first 
time making a crime and a crime of 
a very special character. They were 
familiar in the law with cases by 
which the public conscience had been 
shocked by the immense disparity of the 
sentences passed by Judges for the same 
offence. In those cases, although the 
Judges'endeavoured to base their decisions 
on common principles, there were always 
individual members of the Bench who 
felt conscientiously impelled to give effect 
to their own individual views. It would 
be a great misfortune, and tend largely 
to prevent due administration of this 
Bill if savage sentences were imposed. 
_He thought the restriction was a useful 
one. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE said he did not 
| think that the right hon. Member could 
| point to any Statute that imposed acriminal 
_ liability where such a restriction was not 
| put in, but his reason for desiring that 
| this Amendment should not be pressed at 
this moment was that carnal knowledge 
|of a child under thirteen was already 
| punishable, and carnal knowledge of a 
| person between thirteen and sixteen was 
‘amenable to a maximum penalty of 
| two years hard labour. They were now 
| going to give the Judge the power to 
punish these offences in a different manner, 
and therefore they ought not to give a 
minimum penalty and leave it to the 
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fancy of a Judge to impose any 
sentence which he might be impelled 
to impose by sentiment. They must 
fix a maximum beyond which he could 
not travel. He hoped, under the cireum- 
stances, the Amendment would be with- 
drawn. 


*Mr. TALBOT: saidthat aftertheobser- 
vations which had been made, although 
he could not withdraw the Amendment he 
would not put the House to the trouble 
of dividing upon it. He would rather 
that it was negatived. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS said the Bill first 
dealt with consanguinity, but the Amend- 
ment incorporated in it extended to 
cases of affinity. If they included step- 
daughter they must of necessity accept 
the Amendment he now proposed to move, 
which was Clause 2, page 1, line 25, 
atter “brother ”’ to insert step-grand- 
father. step-father, step-son, step-grandson 
or step-brother. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, ine 25, after the word ‘ brother,’ 
to insert the words ‘ stepgrandfather, step- 
father, or stepson.” ”°—(Mr. Vicary Gibbs.) 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted in the Bill,”’ put, and negatived. 


*Mr. TALBOT said he now came to 
his last Amendment on the Paper, which 
was to leave out Clause 5. The object 
of this Amendment was to enact that 
these offences need not necessarily be 
tried at the Assizes. As the House 
was aware, Quarter Sessions very often 
sat between the times of the Assizes, 
and he submitted that they might very 
well be tried at the Quarter Sessions 
under special circumstances. The result 
would be that a person charged might 
not be kept in custody for so long a 
period before trial. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 9, to leave out Clause 5.” — 
(Mr. Talbot.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the. 
| although he desired that the laws of the 


Bill.” 
Mr, H. D. Greene. 
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Bill. 
Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 


Accrington) said there were several very 
grave offences which were, in his opinion, 
very wisely withheld from trial at Quarter 
Sessions and only allowed to be tried by 
judges at Assizes. This was a very 
serious offence, and ought, in his opinion, 
to be tried before the most competent 
Court. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON entirely 
agreed with the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber. They were creating this afternoon 
an offence of a very serious nature, with 
the maximum penalty of seven years 
penal servitude. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE said he hoped 
the hon. Member would now be satisfied 
and would withdraw his Amendment, 
but his objection to the Amendment 
was that it only pertained to the first 
halfoftheclause. To leave the whole clause 
out seemed to him to be proceeding too 
rapidly in the line of humane legislation. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


‘lr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.) said 
there was no reason why this Bill should 
not apply to Scotland and Ireland, unless 
it was suggested that as these offences 
were unknown there the Bill was not 
required. He therefore begged to move 
that Clause 6 be left out of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 12, to leave out Clause 6.” 
—(Mr. Gretton.) 


“ Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be lett out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone) said this 
crime had never been heard of in Ire- 
land, and that was a reason why this 
Amendment should not be agreed to. It 
would, he thought, be also very unfortun- 
ate to spring a Bill of this kind upon the 
House in the absence of nearly all the 
Irish representatives. In ancient times 
there were certain offences so bad that 
no law was made against them, because 
it was inconceivable that such offences 
could becommitted. Thatfact was present 
in his mind at this moment, and 
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two countries should be as uniform as 
possible, and although he had noobjection 
whatever to this Bill, he thought such 
an Amendment was unfair when the 
Bill had been read a second time on the 
distinct understanding that it should 
not apply to either Scotland or Ireland. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) thought the clause should be 
omitted unless some reason could be 
given for the exemption. He failed to 
see why England should be made the 
corpus vile upon which to try this 
experiment. The offence with which the 
Bill proposed to deal was not confined 
to the country south of the Tweed, and 
it would bea good thing to extend the 
measure to Scotland. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON hoped the 
House would not accept the Amendment. 
He had not the least objection to the 
Bill extending to Ireland, but when Bills 
had been introduced containing a clause 
of this kind, and had gone through 
Committee with the clause still intact, 
it was not fair to Members from Scot- 
land or Ireland to propose to omit the 
clause on a Friday afternoon, when 
they might reasonably have gone away 
satisfied that the point would not be 
discussed, especially as no Amendments 
dealing with the matter appeared on the 


Paper. Under these circumstances he 
hoped the House would reject the 
Amendment. 


Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that 
the law of Scotland was much stronger 
on this subject than the law of 
England as proposed in the Bill. 
It should be noted, however, that 
prosecutions in Scotland were under- 
taken only by the Lord Advocate, so 
that it would be impossible to apply 
this Bill to Scotch procedure without a 
special clause being introduced. He 
suggested that it would be advisable to 
restrict prosecutions under the Bill to 
cases authorised by the Attorney- 
yeneral or the Solicitor-General. 


Mr. GRETTON asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


{26 JUNE 1903} 
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CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD moved that 
the Bill be read a third time. 


Question, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 
a third time,” put, and agreed. 


INNKEEPERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


The first Motion on the Paper was a 
new clause, standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for South-West Manchester, 
dealing with the application of the Act 
to Scotland. 


Clause 1 : 


*Mr. SPEAKER ruled the proposed 
new Clause out of order, as the Bill did 
not apply to Scotland. He was aware that 
an Amendment lower down on the Paper 
proposed to make the measure applicable 
to Scotland, but if such Motions as the 
one referred to were allowed, it would be 
possible to have on the Paper any 
number of clauses dealing with the 
application of a Bill to Scotland o1 
Ireland, to discuss them for several days, 
and then, when the Amendment to extend 
the operation of the measure to Scotland 
or Ireland was reached, the House 
might by a large majority decide that it 
should not be so extended. He there- 
fore ruled the proposed new clause out 
of order. 


Mr. GALLOWAY moved a_ new 
clause exempting from the operation of 
the Bill towns of over 50,000 inhabitants, 
and the County of London. He under- 
stood that the promoters of the Bill 
would offer no objection to the clause, 
and, that being so, he should not move 
the remaining Amendments of which he 
had given notice. 


A Clause (Exemption).—(Mr. Galloway.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.) hoped the hon. Member would 
not press his Motion. The question 
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was very fully discussed in Committee, 
and, though he would not object to 
the exemption of towns of over 50,000 
inhabitants, the County of London con- 
tained a number of rural parishes to 
which it was desirable the Bill should 


apply. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he understood 
the hon. Member would accept the clause, 
otherwise he would have argued it at 
greater length. 


Sm EDWARD CARSON could not 
see the slightest reason for the insertion 
of the Amendment. There was no 
reason why an innkeeper in a town of 
50,000 inhabitants should not carry out 
a common law obligation just as much as 
an innkeeper in a rural village. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) differed 
from the learned Solicitor-General. 
was not entirely a question of law. It was 
simply a question of whether the exigen- 
cies of the situation demanded the supply 
of these refreshments. Nobody could 
reasonably contend that in large towns 
there was the same necessity as in the 
rural parts of the country. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS supported the 
new clause on the ground of common 
sense. Obligations should not be imposed 
upon inn keepers unless they were for the 
convenience of the public. There were 
restaurants and refreshment rooms within 
the reach of everybody in the Metropolis 
and all large towns, and the Bill was 
not required in such cases. He under- 
stood that the Home Office were prepared 
to accept the new clause, and he would 
like to hear their views on the matter. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON contended 
that the proposed new clause would he 
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utterly repugnant to the whole sco 
of the Bill. The first section simply 
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defined the obligations which were 
cast upon innkeepers under the existing 
common law as some correlative to the 
many advantages enjoyed by them under 
exceptional legislation. The only obliga- 
tion cast upon innkeepers by the first 
section was that they should supply the 
reasonable demands of travellers for 
hovers lodging, refreshments, and other 
| accommodation, not in any event, but 
only if they happened to have at their 
| disposal accommodation of the nature 
|demanded. That was a legal obligation, 
| and he should have thought a common- 
|sense obligation. Why an innkeeper 
| should, from mere caprice, refuse a reason 
able demand for accommodation which he 
had at his disposal he was at a loss to 
understand, and he submitted that the 
clause had no foundation in common sense, 
to which the hon. Member for St. 
Albans appealed. 


Mr. GRETTON explained that his 
name was on the back of the Bill, and 
he desired it to pass. He did not think 
this clause of exemptivn was fatal to 
the principle of the Bill, but it was un- 
reasonable on the ground of common 
sense. The whole purpose of the Bill 
was to make more easy the application 
of the common law. Why they should 
have one law for the country and one 
for the larger towns he could not con- 
ceive; but rather than endanger the Bill 
he thought he might venture to appeal 
to the promoters to allow the clause to 
be read a second time. 





Question put. 


The House divided :-—Ayes, 75 ; Noes, 
130. (Division List, No. 134.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 








Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn,SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Charrin o Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
‘Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. 


' Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hon.GRC.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 





Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Lee, ArthurH( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Malcolm, Ian 

Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn. Wm, R. Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 


Allan, Sir Wiiliam (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glos. , Stroud) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brown, Geo. M. (Hdinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Campbell,J.H.M.( Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vaughan (Cardign 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nrn 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said 


agreement which he understood had 


been arrived at had not 


out he held himself at liberty to move 


the further Amendments 


clause giving a right of 


penalty under the Bill was not a large 
one, and it could not be contended that 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith,H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Vincent,Col.SirCE. H(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 





NOES. 


Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas H. 
Howard, J. (Midd., T'ott’ham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhous> 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lawsor, Sir Wilfrid (Cornial/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ osephF.(A ccrington 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Zvesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lundor, W. 

| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 

| Meysey-Thompeon, Sir H. M. 





| 
| 


| Murphy, John 

Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| O’Shee, James John 


| Partington, Oswald 

| Paulton, James Mellor 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

| Philipps, John Wynford 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Rea, Russell 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


that as the| the measure 


Hutchinson,Dr. CharlesFredk, 
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Welby. Lt.-ColA.C. E(Zaunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B.Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Galloway and Mr. 
Vicary Gibbs. 





; Rickett, J. Compton 
| Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Robertson, H. anaes 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Russell, T. W. 
| Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
| Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
| Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 
| Spear, John Ward 
| Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
| Talbot, Rt.Hn.JG(Oas'd Univ. 
| Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxteth) 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
| Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings) 
| Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wallace, Robert 
| Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 


Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh,N. | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w | Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 
| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
| White, Luke (York, FZ. ?.) 

| Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh.,N) 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Wilson, A. S. (York, EH. R.) 
Wilson, John "Sanat 


Wood, James 


| Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 
| Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Brampton Gurdon 
and Mr. Gretton. 


proposed any revolution in 


the law. He submitted, however, that 


been carried | innkeepers were entitled to an appeal 


against the decisions of lay magistrates, 


standing on| who, although they discharged their 
the Paper. He desired to move a new | duties with d : 


perseverance, credit and 


appeal. The | industry, were not trained lawyers, and 





had to depend largely for their decisions 
upon the clerk to the Court. 
[FourTH SErtEs.] 2A 


It was all 
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very well for the hon. Member to say 
‘“‘agreed” now; but why was not the 
arrangement carried out before ? 


Str BRAMPTON GURDON said the 
hon. Member wasentirely mistaken in sup- 
posing any agreement had been entered 
into. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he did not 
suggest that the hon. Member had 
deliberately broken an arrangement ; 
what he said was that he understood 
they had come to an agreement. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is obvious that 
there has been a misunderstanding on 
both sides. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said it was very 
unfortunate that the hon. Member, if 
he was prepared to agree to this clause 
now, did not take the same view in the 
Grand Committee. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) rose to a point of order. The hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill had 
expressed his willingness to accept the 
clause; was the hon. Member opposite 
entitled to go on discussing it 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he could not 
interfere on the point of order. Every 
Member of the House had a right to 
express his opinion. At the same time, 
seeing this was the last private Members’ 
day, he hoped the hon. Member would 
not take up time in pressing a Motion 
which obviously would be accepted. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said that after that 
expression of opinion he would not pursue 
the matter further, He admitted, how- 
ever, that he was speaking under a feeling 
of some resentment at what had taken 
place. 


A Clause (Right of Appeal). 


“ Any person aggrieved by a conviction made 
by a Court of summary jurisdiction under this 
Act may appeal therefrom to a Court of quarter 
sessions.” —(Mr. Galloway.) 


Brought up, and read the first and 
second time, and added to the Bill. 


Mr. Galloway. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. GALLOWAY moved an Amend- 
ment to Clause 1 to confine the inn- 
keeper’s liability to his ordinary hours of 
business. It was unreasonable that an 
innkeeper in a country village should be 
compelled to supply refreshment at all 
hours of the day and night. ‘The whole 
point of this Amendment turned upon 
the construction placed upon the word 
“reasonable.” He thought there — 
to be some reasonable limit to the lia- 
bility. He hoped the Amendment would 
be accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘shall,’ 
to insert the words ‘from opening until 
closing time.’ ”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sim BRAMPTON GURDON said that 
although he agreed with the spirit of this 
Amendment he thought the word ‘‘reason- 
able” covered the object of the hon. 
Member for Manchester. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON hoped the 
House would not accept this Amendment, 
because they would be laying down a 
different construction of the word “‘reason- 
able” to that which already existed. The 
first section declared the innkeeper liable 
to accommodate a traveller at any reason- 
able time, but they were asked by this 
Amendment to limit it so that it should 
only apply within certain hours. The 
very time when a person might be coming 
into a small village or town might be at a 
later hour than the hours of closing. The 
innkeeper was protected by the words 
“reasonable demand.” He hoped the 
House would not impose a different lia- 
bility to that which already existed. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL thought the ex- 
pression in the clause was too wide while 
the Amendment was much more limited. 
The only question he had a doubt about 
was whether it was worth while putting 
the House to a division. As the hon. 
Member opposite had conducted the Bill 
in a conciliatory way he hoped the 
Amendment would not be pressed. 
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*Mr. LAWSON WALTON thought it 
was a very unreasonable ground for not 
supporting a reasonable Amendment to 
say that that attitude was adopted because 
of the unconciliatory attitude of some 
hon. Member of the House. The speech 
of the Solicitor-General upon this point 
was absolutely conclusive. Surely it 
was sufficiently clear that the first clause 
of this Bill merely defined the existing 
obligation. The present Bill substituted 
new machinery for the old cumbrous 
method of procedure. He wished to 
point out how utterly destructive the 
Amendment would be. Take the case 
of a country inn where a traveller might 
arrive a few minutes after ten o’clock at 
night and desire to have a bed for the 
night. Suppose the innkeeper had 
ample accommodation but capriciously 
and negligently refused that accommo- 
dation. If the Amendment were carried 
the innkeeper would be protected in 
taking such a course. 


Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
said the Bill did not annul the common 


law but provided summary remedy in 
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refused. The Amendment, though it 
would be better lower down, would con- 
fine this remedy to cases of refusal during 
opening hours, leaving innkeepers liable, 
with regard to charges which were more 
serious, to be dealt with by indictment 
at common law. This proposal had been 
treated as if it was a preposterous 
Amendment, but it seemed to him 
to be reasonable and sensible and worth 
considering. The question was, should 
they limit this procedure, intended, they 
were told, to stimulate publicans in out- 
lying districts to provide proper refresh- 
ments, to the cases where they refused 
it during the ordinary opening hours and 
leave the closing hours to be dealt with 
under the old procedure? He hoped 
the summary procedure would be limited 
to accommodation and _ refreshment 
during ordinary hours, and then the 
publican would come under the common 
law for the more serious charge of 
refusing lodgings at night, which ought 
to be investigated by a jury on indict- 
ment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 


case accommodation was unreasonably |140. (Division List No. 135.) 


AYES. 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bull, William James 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh ((‘reenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 





| Goulding, Edward Alfred 





Flower, Ernest 


| Gartit, William 


Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Zlgin & Nrn | 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guntér, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 





Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Kennaway, Rt, Hon. Sir J, H, 


Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John mag 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, LordCecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
More,Robt.J asper (Shropshire) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley,Hon M. W(Stalybridge) 
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Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggar* 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Vincent, ColSirC. EH(She ffi ld 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Zaunton 


Round, Rt. Hon. James | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Sadler, Col Saml. Alexander 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (G/ouc. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.SirH. 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Brown, Geo. M. (Hdinburgh) 
Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg ) 
Campbell,J.H.M (Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. JI 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Robert Hunter (Lanark) | 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Hen 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies, M.Vaughan (Cardign | 
Delany, William 
Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) | 
Liickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Duncan. J. Hastings 
Durn, Sir William 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ferzusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 





Clause 1, agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


| Johnstone, Heywood 


| Labouchere, Henry 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Leng, Sir John 


| Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


| Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamstow 


| Murphy, John 


Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R. ( Bath) 


NOES. 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, RtHnH. (Somerset E 
Howard, J. ‘Midd., Tottenham 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks.NR 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 


Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accringtc n 


Long,Col, Charles W (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo/) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 


Mitchell, Edw. ( Fermanagh, N. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard ' 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Galloway and Mr. 
Groves. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Uundee) 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Russell, T. W. 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,HC.(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

albot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Univ 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings) 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower} 
Thornburn, Sir Walter 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, Z. R.) 
Wilson, A. S. (York, EZ. R.j 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wood, James 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors — 
Sir Brampton Gurdon and 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


| was refused under the Licensing Act of 


| 1902. 


Amendment proposed— 


** After the 


word ‘manner’ to insert the 


Mr. GALLOWAY moved an Amend- | words ‘or is an habitual drunkard to whom 


ment with the object of excluding from 


the provisions of the Bill an habitual | Ga//oway.) 


drunkard to whom the sale of liquor 


| the sale of liquor has been refused under 
| Section 6 of the Licensing Act, 1902.’ ”—(Mr. 


Amendment agreed to, 
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Sm FREDERICK BANBURY moved 
as an Amendment to Sub-section (0) of 
the clause, which excluded from the 
provisions of the Bill a traveller who 
failed to tender “a sum adequate to the 
cost of the accommodation demanded,” 
to substitute for the expression ‘‘a sum 
adequate to the cost” the words “a 
reasonable price.” 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said he 
did not think those words were known 
to the law. 


Sm FREDERICK BANBURY said if 
they were not known to the law they | 





were known to common sense. 


Amendment proposed— | 

“To leave out the words ‘a sum adequate | 
to the cost’ and insert the words ‘a reasonable 
price.’”—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
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Clauses 3 to 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6: 


Mr. GALLOWAY moved an Amend- 
ment to exclude Scotland from the 
operation of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, liue 24, to leave out the words 
‘Scotland or.’”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


The doors having been closed for the 


| Division, it appeared there were no 


tellers for the Ayes. Mr. SPEAKER said 
that, of course, if no one would tell for 
the Ayes there could be no division. 
The Soniciror-GENeRAL for SCOTLAND 
thereupon declared that he would tell 
for the Ayes, and Mr. CALDWELI. said 
he would do so likewise. 


Question put, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 140; Noes, 
52. (Division List, No. 136.) 


AYES. 





Allan, Sir William agate. 
Allen,Charles P. ((louc. Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh} 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Campbell,J.H. M. (Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cochrane, Hon.H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Dalziel, James Henry Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Davies, M. Vaughan. (Cardign | Helme, Norval Watson 

Delany, William | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) | Hobhouse, RtHnH. (Somerset E 





Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, RK. C. Munro (Leith) 


| Howard, J. (Midd., T'ot? ham 

| Hudson, George Bickerstetn 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 

| Hutton, Alfred E (Morley) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

| Johnstone, Heywood 

| Joicey, Sir James 

| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Joyce, Michael 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.Man’r | Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. VI? 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall!) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph ; 
| Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lundon, W. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liver pool) 
M‘Laren, Sir Char!es Benjamin 
bens a Sir Fredk. = 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, HonM.W. (Stalybridge) 
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igg, Richard Tomkinson, James 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Robson, William Snowdon | Vincent,ColsirC. EK. H( Sheffield 
Roe, Sir Thomas | Wallace, Robert 
Russell, T. W. | Walrond,Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH. 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln | Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight | Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew | Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(7aunton 
Shipman, Dr. JohnG. | White, Luke (York., E.R. ) 
Sloan, Thomas Henr | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Smith, H.C(North’m>T yneside | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | Wilson, J.W. ——-. N.) 
Spear, John Ward | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Ta, sgart | Wood, James 
Talbot,RtHnJ.G.(Ozf'd Univ. | Wylie, Alexander 

Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxteth) | Young, Samuel 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) | 

Thomas,F.Freeman( Hastings) | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) | Mr. Dickson and Mr. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter Caldwell. 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. {| Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) ; Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Bull, William James 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Flower, Ernest 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | Manners, Lord Cecil 


Gore, HnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


And, it being after half-past Five of , 
the clock, further consideration of the 
Bill, as amended by the Standing Com- | 


mittee, stood adjourned. 


Further consideration to be resumed | 


upon Monday next. 


| Grenfell, William Henry 





| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Knowles, Lees San 
| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham | Schwann, Charles E. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 


Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Griffith, Ellis J. | Myers, William Henry 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester Pierpoint, Robert 

| Purvis, Robert 

Hoare, Sir Samuel | Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.2.) | Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
dys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | Wilson, A. S. (York, EZ. R.) 


| Lucas, Reg’ld J. ‘ Portsmouth) | Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 


Malcolm, [an 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Galloway and Mr. 
Groves. 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Amendments made to the Bill. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


MARKET GARDENERS’ COMPENSA- 
TION BILL. 


| Order for Second Reading read, and 
| discharged. 


ADDENBROOKE’S HOSPITAL BILL. 


Bill withdrawn. 


As amended, considered; read the 


third time, and passed. 


PISTOLS BILL. 


BUSINESS 9F THE HOUSE. 
| Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
| shire, Wellington) stated that on 





As amended (by the Standing Com-| Thursday next the Navy Estimates 


mittee considered. 


| 


/would be taken instead of the Irish 


A Clause (Sale of pistols to insane or | Estimates, as had been arranged. 
intoxicated persons)—(Lord Hugh Cecil) 


—brought up, and read 
second time, and added. 


the first and Adjourned at ten minutes before 
| Six o'clock till Monday next. 
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Private 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 29th June, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES ac- 
quainted the House that the Clerk of 
the Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7); South Shields Corporation. 

Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill: Local Government Pro- 
visional Order (No. 18). 


The same were ordered to lie on the | 


Table. 


Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill [H.L.]. A witness ordered to attend 
the Select Committee. 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Bill. The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the opposition | 
to the Bill was withdrawn: The order | 


made on Tuesday last discharged, and | 


Bill committed. 


Brighton Corporation Bill  [#..]. 
Leave given to the Select Committee not 
to sit again till Tuesday the 7th of July 
next. 


Kip’s Patents Bill[{a.L.] ; Birmingham 


~ District Tramways Bill |H.L.]; Bradford | mittee, 


Corporation Bill [H.L.]. Read 3*, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


North British Railway (General 
Powers) Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
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|and that the Lord Glenesk be Chairman 
of the said Committee ; read, and agreed 
| to. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire and London 
‘and North-Western Railways (Steam 
Vessels) Bill. Report from the Com- 

mittee of Selection, That the Lord 
Brougham and Vaux be proposed to the 
House as a Member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bill inthe place of 
the Earl of Belmore, and that the Lord 
Brougham and Vaux be Chairman of 
the said Committee ; read, and agreed to. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill; Metropolitan District 
Railway (Various Powers) Bill; East 
Ham Improvement Bill; Great Western 
Railway Bill; Neath, Pontardawe, and 
|Brynaman Railway Bill; North-Eastern 
Railway Bill; Wolverhampton and Can- 
| nock Chase Railway (Extension of Time) 
| Bill; Romford and District Tramways 
Bill; Wood Green Urban District 
Council Bill ; Beckenham Urban District 
| Council Bill. Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the following Lords 
/be proposed to the House to form the 
| Select Committee for the consideration 


of the said Bills ; viz. : 


D. Bedford, 

D. Newcastle, 

E. Temple, 

L. Berwick, 

L, Ribblesdale (chairman) ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. ‘The Committee to meet 
on Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock ; 
and all petitions referred to the Com- 
with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 





Bury and District Joint Water Board | 
Bill [a.L.]; Education Board Provisional | 
Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.}. | 
Report from the Committee of Selection, | 
That the Earl of Yarborough, the Lord | 
Middleton, and the Lord Glenesk be 
proposed to the House as Members of | 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in | 
the place of the Earl of Lytton, the} 
Lord Bolton, and the Lord Hatherton, 


VOL. CXXIV. ([FourtH SERrIEs.] 


Bill {L.]. Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 
3* on Friday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Poor Law) Bill. Committee of 
the whole House (which stands appointed 
for this day), put off till To-morrow. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders | 
(No. 9) Bill. Brought from the Commons. 
Read 1°; to be printed ; and referred to | 
the Examiners. (No. 147.) 
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County Courts Jurisdiction Extension 
Bill (No. 142) ; Military Lands Bill (No. 
143); Incest Bill (No. 144); Adden- 
brooke’s Hospital Bill (No. 145) ; Pistols 


| Bill (No. 146). 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3009. Japan. 

No. 3010. France (Corsica). 

No. 3011. France (Dunkirk). 

No. 3012. China (Swatow). 

No. 3013. China (Kiungchow). 

No. 3014. Sweden (Stockholm and 

the Eastern Coast). 
No. 3015. Austria-Hungary (Trieste). 


Presented | by Command] ; and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account of the receipts and expendi- 
ture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding- 
up Act, from Ist January to 3lst 
December, 1902. 


LUNACY, 


Fifty-seventh Report of the Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy, to the Lord Chan- 
cellor. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES (POST OFFICE SAVINGS 


BANKS FUND) (SAVINGS BANKS 
FUND) (FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 
FUND). 


Accounts for the year ended 3lst 
December, 1902. 


Brought from the Commons. Read 


1‘, and to be printed. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Read 2* (according to Order): Com- 


'mittee negatived: Then Standing Order 


No. XXXIX. considered (according to 
Order) and dispensed with. Bill read 


_ 3", and passed. 


IMPERIAL FISCAL POLICY. 


*Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, I rise to call the attention of the 
House to statements made by the Prime 
Minister and the Colonial Secretary, and 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs when His Majesty’s Government 
intend to lay before Parliament their 
proposals to induce Germany to modify 
her tariff regulations with the 
Dominion of Canada. In doing so I 
must direct attention to statements that 
have been made by certain eminent men 
in regard to this matter. The Prime 
Minister stated a few days ago— 

**T have not hesitated to say that if other 
methods failed 1 do not shrink from retalia- 
tion.” 

And the Colonial Secretary stated, at 
the same time, in the House of Com- 
mons— 

‘« Tf there had been nothing in the condition 
of our colonies which justified allusion to this 
matter, I agree in that case there would have 


been no immediate urgency — immediate 
urgency not arising. But is the right hon. 


| Gentleman (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman) so 


SUPERANNUATION, 
Treasury Minute, dated 22nd June, 
1903, declaring that Paul Powell, Royal 
Carriage Department, War Office, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certi- 
ficate through inadvertence on the part 

of the head of his department. 


Laid before the House [pursuant to 
Act]; and ordered to lie on the Table. 


| behind the times that he 


knows of no 
urgency ?” 

Now, we have got a statement which, 1 
think, is of considerable importance, that 
this question of the tariff arrangements 
between Germany and Canada is one of 
urgency. We have been told, and I do 
not wish to quarrel with that statement, 
that the general question of our fiscal 
policy is one which cannot be decided at 


,once, but ought to be left for an open 


investigation for several months. But 





GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. | then, my Lords, a debate was initiated 
Read 1*; to be printed; and to be by a noble Earl in this House. Lord 
read 2*to-morrow (The Earl of Mayo.) Camperdown, ona question to the noble 
(No. 141.) Marquess the Secretary of State for 
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Foreign Affairs, and whilst I am sure 


that was not the intention of my noble | 
friend, yet certainly the effect of his | 


speech was to imply that in this matter 
Germany had acted in a way which was 
unduly and unnecessarily hostile both in 


spirit and intention to the Dominion of | 


Canada. Iam confident that there is 
not one of your Lordships who does not 


desire to cherish and to strengthen the | 


ties between this country and Canada ; 
but while I would wish to do that, and 
to do justice in every sense to our fellow- 


countrymen in Canada, I think it would | 
be very mischievous if a wrong impres- | 
sion got abroad in regard tothe conduct | 
of Germany inthis matter. The feeling 


that Germany had been behaving in a 
rather high-handed manner, to say the 


least of it, was rather emphasised in the | 
speech of the noble Marquess the, 
Foreign Secretary. In valle to the) 
question and the speech of my noble | 


friend Lord Camperdown, the noble 
Marquess rather compared the position 
of this country tothat of an unprotected 
person in alawless country. He said— 


‘* To my mind the present position is almost 
intolerable. If we take the opportunity of 
supplying ourselves with a revolver, and let it 
be seen by everybody that we have got one, and 
that it is rather larger than anybody else’s, my 
own impression is that we shall find ourselves 
carefully let alone.” 


Certainly, the effect of those words in 
the country, whatever may have been 
the intention of the noble Marquess, was 
to emphasise and to give force to the 
view that in this matter we had a 
reasonable ground of complaint against 
the attitude of the German Government. 


Let us examine shortly, but carefully, 
the history of this matter. Before 1897 
the treaty between this country and 
Germany was in force which had existed 
since 1865. That treaty contained a 
stipulation that there should be absolute 
equality of treatment between German 
and British goods in British Colonial 
markets. In 1897 Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
changed that policy by giving to this 
country a preferential tariff in respect to 
goods sent from this country as against 
Germany. The result of that was that a 
correspondencearose between the German 
Government and our Government, and 
Lord Salisbury, who was at that time 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
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| gave notice that he desired to terminate 
the existing treaty. The treaty was 
terminated, and Germany declined at 
the time to enter into a new treaty 
because she said her whole tariff system 
was going to be overhauled in 1903. 
And here I may venture to say that I 
do most earnestly trust that in any 
future arrangement with Germany the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
will be able to secure the best treatment 
that can possibly be obtained for Canada. 
However, the new treaty was, as I say, 
declined by Germany, but in the mean- 
time a modus vivendi was arrived at 
between the German Government and 
the British Government by which the 
most-favoured-nation clause was retained 
to this country, but, of course, Canada 
was exempted from it. The gist of the 
whole controversy depends upon the 
answer to the question whether or not 
Canada has been and is a fiscal unit of 
the Empire. It was maintained by the 
Canadian Government that Canadians 
had a right to be treated in precisely the 
/same way as the States of the German 
Confederation, and as France, Spain, and 
Belgium treat their colonies. But, 
my Lords, the great difference between 
|the two cases is that the colonies of 
France, Spain, and other European 
nations are answerable for the 
fiscal policy of the mother country 
| without their consent. It has always 
'been the policy of this country—I 
‘think I may say the admitted and the 
| wise policy of this country ever since we 
|lost the greatest colony we had in 
America through adopting a different 
policy —that the colonies should be per- 
fectly independent and free in regard to 
their fiscal arrangements. 


But apart from this general theory 
and this general practice, 1 would re- 
mind your Lordships that the Prime 
Minister of Canada, Sir Charles Tupper, 
contracted a commercial treaty on be- 
half of Canada with France only a few 
years ago—namely, in 1893, and that 
treaty was ratified by Her Majesty by 
and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate and the House of Commons of 
Canada but not with the advice and con- 
sent of the Legislature in this country. 
Again, Lord Salisbury himself, in a de- 
spatch in reference to the treaty of 
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1865, which was being discussed in| diminished since these preferential 
1897, said that— tariffs were in existence. pie 
: haps, some way to explain that 
‘For many years past the self-governing goes, perhaps, dl f . 
colonies ersnclened complete tariff autonomy, | 4nd it is this, that the Canadian Govern- 
and in all recent commercial treaties con-| ment, before giving us these preferential 
— by — a ce be —— ‘tariffs, raised the duties on cotton goods 
Oo imser n rtic } ' a ° : 
governing colonies to adhere or not at will.” and lowered the duties on raw material, 
: 2 ¥ which, of course, are the great American 
At that time, and when Germany de-inports into Canada. The Canadian 
clined to —_ o mew OND, om matter tariff rate on printed cottons was raised 
dropped. Mr. Buxton was told in the 30 to 35 per cent. before the preferential 
House of Commons that no correspond- | ¢ariff came into play. Inasmuch as hali 
ence passed between the aaa the Canadian imports from this country 
of this country and of the Dominion ”d consist of teatiles, your Lordships will see 
Canada, or between this country 201 ‘that that was retaining the protection to 
we yee — — for 1900, 1 h the Canadian manufacturer as against 
Cal oe Vell, in 1903 | the the Lancashire manufacturer. What 
es o—. onference, —_ oe . . has been the practical result? Whereas 
ees A and cordially welcome _ in 1896, the year before the preferential 
Colonial Premiers to this country. In tariff came into foree, the percentage ot 
the Report of the Colonial Conference, jrports from Great Britain into Canada 
page 39, will be found these words— represented 31 per cent. of the total 
“In connection with the discussion of the imports, in 1902, that is two years 
question of preferential trade the Conference | after the preferential tariff had been 
also considered the point rsised by the . d , ne hot th ° 
Commonwealth Government as to the possi- T4l8e wr we 28 cen given & 
bility of the colonies losing most-favoured- bonus of 33 per cent., the percentage 
nation treatment in foreign countries in the had fallen to 25 per cent., whilst the 
event of their giving a tariff preference to A . a 
British goods. As, however, the exports from percentage of imports from - the United 
the colonies to foreign countries are almost ex- States into Canada had risen in the 
clusively articles of food, or raw materials for same period from 51 per cent. to 5&} 
various industries, the possibility of diserimi- percent. Or to put it in another way, tlie 
nation against them in foreign markets was Canadian duty Enclish 
not regarded as serious, and as the exports ®Verage Vanadian Culy on Lngush goo s 
from foreign countries to the colonies are 1 1901, which is the last year I could 
mainly manufactured articles it was recognised | get at in order to make the calculation, 
that if such discrimination did take = the was 18 per cent., whereas the average 
colonies had an effective remedy in their own . 
onie* duty on American goods was only 
12 per cent. Do not let it be supposed 
that in quoting these figures 1 have 
any grievance whatever against Canada. 
Canada has a perfect right to deal with 
these financial questions and to work 
out her own financial policy as she pleases ; 
but what I do wish to bring out is this, 
that we are not gaining under the 
I should like also to call your Lord- preferential system, and that Canada, I 
ships’ attention to another aspect of the think most wisely, has taken the pre- 
question. I am sure that the impression ¢@ution in her own interest to do nothing 
is yery largely entertained abroad that to interfere with or to prevent imports 
the effect of these preferential tariffs is from the United States. 
very considerable in regard to our trade 
with Canada. Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
started his policy in 1897. The pre- 
ference that was then given to this 
country on goods amounted to 12) per 


Now, inasmuch as this matter was 
allowed to drop for several years and is 
stated in the Report of the Colonial 
Conference of last summer not to be 
serious, I cannot understand why now 
we are told by the Colonial Secretary 
that this is a matter of urgency. 


Let us, on the other hand, compare 
the trade of this country with Germany. 
I take my figures from the Annual 
Trade Statement. In 1902 our imports 
cent. ; that, again, was raised in 1900, from Germany were £33,500,000, and 
to 33 per cent., and yet, as I shall be °UT exports £33,000,000. But we must 
able to show your Lordships, the trade remember that in connection with this 
between this country and Canada has trade we ought to add, if we want to arrive 

The Earl of Portsmouth, 
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at the profit to this country, the profit 
which we make in freights, because 
almost the whole of the trade is carried 
by English shipping. 1 do not want to 
uaduly weary your Lordships with 
figures, but I should like to remind you 
that of this £33,500,000 of German 
i:aports, about £4,000,000 is represented 
by cotton and woollen manufactures and 
machinery. It might be said that we 
night retaliate upon Germany by putting 
a heavy duty on those goods which 
we ourselves are highly interested in, 
but I find that weexport to Germany 
£9,500,000 of precisely the same class of 
goods. I want to ask another question 
with regard to this proposed retaliation 
on Germany. Is Holland to be included ? 
A very large amount of the goods that 
come from Germany come through 
Hfolland, and it seems to me, on the 
face of it, rather unreasonable that 
Holland, with whom we _ have 
no commercial quarrels, should be in- 
cluded, and yet, if we do not include 
Holland, we shall have to resort to a 
sort of investigation as to origin, and 
every one connected with trade knows 
that these vexatious and inquisitorial 
proceedings hamper and are highly 
detrimental to general trade. 


Let me, again, ask your Lordships to 
consider what are the facts and figures 
in regard to the trade of this country 
and Canada. J will not occupy your 
Lordships’ time by statements of a 
general character, but will give you 
facts and figures, which are unanswer- 
able, from the Statement of Trade of 
the United Kingdom. We import from 
Canada, annually, goods to the extent 
£18,000,000, which I believe represents 
approximately about half the total 
export trade of Canada, and we receive 
these £18,000,000 of Canadian goods 
without asking them to pay one 
penny of duty. On the other hand, 
what is our export trade to Canada ? 
We export to Canada goods amounting 
to an annual value approximately of 
£8,000,000. But, my Lords, what is 
£8,000,000 compared with our exports 
to India, which amount to £40,000,000, 
and as compared with our exports to 
foreign countries, which stand at 
£178,500,000? In short, our’ export 
trade to Canada, having regard to the 
total export trade of this country, 
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represents but 3 per cent. of our total 
trade. Again I say no one desires more 
sincerely than I do to encourage trade 
between this country and Canada in a 
natural and legitimate way ; but, dealing 
with figures—and this question must be 
decided upon economic grounds—I do 
not see how you can treat this Canadian 
question as apart from the general 
interests of the Empire at large. 


The total export trade of Australia 
represents about £56,000,000, of which 
customers in this country take about 
£36,000,000. ‘I herefore, in addition to 
half the export trade of Canada, we take 
two-thirds of the export trade of Aus- 
tralia, and we take all that trade abso- 
lutely free from a single sixpence of 
duty. When people talk of free trade 
within the Empire, it should be remem- 
bered that we have already free trade 
with a great part of the Empire, with 
India, with Hong Kong and with Singa- 
pore, while the duties at the Cape are 
very small; and, therefore, if we ale 
asked to change our policy, it must be 
in the endeavour to tax the food of this 
country, because that is the only 
advantage we can offer to Canada and 
Australia, as opposed to the interests of 
the Empire at large. I have no doubt 
your Lordships have read the interesting 
letters which have been published in 
The Times newspaper, written by a gentle- 
man who signs himself ‘‘ Economist.” 
I am rather surprised that he should 
have assumed that title, because the 
arguments in favour of his views are 
always on political and not on economic 
lines. But in those letters there are 
two very considerable admissions, which 
I do maintain go to the root of the 
whole question. In one of those letters 
—I think the first— Economist” said 
he did not agree with the methods or 
views of Viscount Goschen, but at tlie 
same time he entirely agreed with him 
that a tax on food was the key of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s policy ; and again, in the 
second letter, he said— 

“Do not let us be deluded by the idea that 
the British Empire can for a great number of 
years depend upon its own production.” 

That is to say, “ Economist ’’ admits tliat 
the keystone of Mr. Chamberlain’s policy 
is taxation on food, and he also admits 
that it must be years and years befere, 





under any system of protection, the 
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people of this country can be supplied 
with cheap food by and through the 
colonies. That seems to me to 
strike at the root and at the heart 
of the whole matter. I do _ not 
for one moment wish to say a word 
which can give offence to the colonies ; 
but the colonial problem and our pro- 
blem are totally different. We have to 
feed, and they have to build up, a popu- 
lation, and that central fact must never 
be lost sight of and can never be burked. 


I confess that I entirely endorse the 
expression of opinion which fell from 
the noble Duke the Leader of the House 
that this policy—if it is a sound policy 
—must be decided on economic grounds. 
What is economically true in this matter 
is politically right, and what is economic- 
ally false is politically wrong. We have 


tried a contrary policy in Ireland with | has asked. 


regard to Irish land, and we have had 
to pay the penalty for oursentimentality 
and our folly in that respect. 
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cause I believe it may revive a great 
many controversies which we had 
hoped were settled once for all. 
I believe a cause of quarrel between the 
mother country and the colonies will be 
introduced, and not a bond of cohesion, 
if there is an attempt to elaborate in 
this Empire, with its divergent and dif- 
ferent interests, one hard and fast fiscal 


policy. 


*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I also beg 
permission to ask a Question of which | 
have given my noble friend the noble 
Marquess private notice, and which | 
think legitimately arises out of the 
larger part of the subject with which 
the noble Earl opposite has dealt, al- 
though it does not, I admit, directly 


/arise out of the particular Question he 


In the course of the debate 
on the new fiscal policy raised by the 
noble Viscount on my left the other 


If this | night, several speakers referred to what 


question is to be decided on political | they ca led the remarkable prosperity of 
grounds—and that, I believe, is the way | the country during the last fifty years, 
in which it will be put before the country | and I do not think I should be using 
—rather than on economie grounds ;| too strong an expression if I said that 
if Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme is to be| the general tone was that the progress 





considered on political in preference| had been unparalleled. But 
I do not see| course of the last thirty years, under 


to economic reasons 
myself how the British Empire, which 
is a democratic Empire, is to be 
strengthened or increased in force or in 
cohesion .by such a policy. 1 am afraid 
that very awkward Socialistic questions 
and other questions dangerous to pro- 
perty will be raised if we adopt a policy 
—for that, after all, is what it would 
mean—of making this country a land 
of protective interests and privileged 
classes. ‘There are vast masses of the 
people ot this country who do not belong 
to‘any particular interest that can be 
protected. and I maintain that the posi- 
tion would be a serious one if the masses 
of the people are to be told that in order 
to maintain the Empire their food must 
be taxed, and that if they object to their 
food being taxed they must go elsewhere 
and emigrate either to America or to the 
Colonies. That is the way in which it 
will be put to their minds, and that is 
the way in which I should like to see it 
answered to-night. It is for these reasons 
that I do raise a very strong objection 
to the re-opening of this question, be- 
The Earl of Portsmouth. 








in the 


the system of free imports, one industry 
has been very nearly ruined. I think 
it is hardly reasonable to suppose that 
those who have suffered should look 


| back with complacency to that period 


as one of unparalleled prosperity. In 
order to see the effect on a country of a 
system, one should leave it for some 
years. I left this country for five years, 
and when I came back I was able to 
detect certain changes in the people. | 
admit at once the folly of attempting to 
argue from the particular to the general. 
I am simply giving my experience of my 
own neighbourhood—a purely agricul- 
tural one. I found that the poorer 
classes—the labouring classes—were un- 
doubtedly better off. There was no 
question about it. The children were 
well clothed and shod and looked well, 
and one could not help being delighted 
at seeing such achange. I do not mean 
to say that at the beginning of those 
five years they had been ina miserable 
condition ; far from it, but there was a 
distinct improvement in their appearance. 
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But, on the other hand, I found that a 
generation of farmers had been swept 
out of existence. There were, in fact, no 
farmers for miles around. So, too, the yeo- 
men’s property was absorbed in larger 
properties in the neighbourhood, or pur- 


Imperial 
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maintains a sheep. That is not pro- 
gression. It is retrogression. And 
when we contemplate the effect of free 
imports we are bound surely to have 
regard to the incontestable fact that 
many thousands of acres of land which 
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chased by people of some wealth coming | used to provide work for the plough, 
from the towns who might in the course | and therefore for a number of men and 
of a generation or two become yeomen | horses, have gone back to a pastoral 
themselves, or what we used to regard as ' condition, and are unable to provide as 








yeomen. But the class for the time had | 
disappeared. Large numbers of land- | 
owners, in endeavouring to maintain 
their properties properly, to keep up the | 
buildings, to provide decent lodgings for | 
the poorer classes who lived on those | 
properties, had failed and gone down in 
the struggle. I do not think there is 
any stronger Radical than I am on the | 
subject of land. I do not think anyone 
who cannot do his duty by the land 
is worth having on it. I prefer to see) 
an old family go if they cannot keep up 
their property properly, if they cannot | 
keep up their labourers’ cottages to that 
condition which improvement in edu- 
cation requires ; but I can imagine those 
families not regarding the system under 
which we have lived for fifty years as | 
one of,unparalleled prosperity. Therefore | 
I think that when the system of free 
imports is held up to our admiration as 
it was the other night by my noble 
friend on my left, and when we are 
warned of the danger of taxing the food | 
of the people, we are bound to remember 
that the one effect of very cheap food 
has been to seriously impoverish several 
classes of society; and it has had this 
additional effect, which I think is far 
more important, that it has reduced the 
number of people in certain areas whom | 
the land at one time employed. When 
I came back after an absence of five. 
years I found thousands of acres in 
grass, and not good grass at that, | 
where once the plough was at work. | 
The land in the eastern counties to| 
which I am referring is regarded by the 
expert farmer as good for the grazing of 
sheep only. A good deal of it is not 
fit for keeping more than one sheep for 
every acre, whereas before the days of very | 
low prices each acre used to produce 
four quarters of wheat, which supports a | 
man for a year. Therefore, land which | 
formerly maintained a man now only | 


much food as they used to when prices 
were better. 


We are promised an inquiry into this 
most important subject. What the 
character of that inquiry is to be seems 
still somewhat vague. From the speech 
of the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs the other night, 
I certainly did not infer—it was possibly 
my fault—that it was simply to be an 
inquiry within the Cabinet, with the 
presentation from time to time of Papers 
to Parliament ; but I gathered from the 
speech of the Prime Minister, made a 
short time after the debate in this 
House, that that is to be the form of 
inquiry. I am perfectly certain that 
His Majesty's Government are most 
anxious to give all the information they 
possibly can in order to enable the 
public to make up its mind on this 
important subject; and it is very im- 
portant, I need hardly say, that this in- 
formation should be given as soon as 
possible. As your Lordships are aware, 
the autumn is an important time to 
agriculturists. It is the time when 
meetings of agricultural societies and of 
farmers and landlords are held. Iam sure 
it is the desire of the Government that, be- 
fore that time comes, those whose business 
and whose duty it is to address their 
neighbours on public subjects should be 
in a position, so far as possible, at any 
rate, to make up their minds upon some 
of the points that will have to be decided. 
As has been already pointed out by the 
noble Earl opposite, and by the noble 
Viscount on my left, in its initial stages 
this controversy will centre on tke price 
of corn, and the agricultural labourer 
you may be certain has got his ears 
open, and will want to know how his 
wages and the price of his food are to be 
affected. Many of your Lordships are 
anxious to give your neighbours as 
clearly as possible your ideas of the 
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| Majesty’sGovernment—namely, whether 


made by the Secretary of State for the, the Government can give us some 


Colonies, and I do hope that the Govern- 
ment will endeavour to give us as much 
information as they can and as soon as 
possible in order that we may be able 
to discuss with intelligence these 
questions at such meetings as I have 
suggested. I am personally not very 
much alarmed at the idea of 
an import duty on wheat—I mean an 
import duty of any reasonable amount. 
Your Lordships will remember that, 


when Sir Robert Peel’s Bill came up to | 


this House for the abolition of duties, 
the question was whether an Amend- 
ment should be introduced, and the 
maximum amount discussed was 5s. 


We know now what amount of revenue | 
a 5s. duty would bring in at this time. | 


I am not suggesting for one moment 
that His Majesty’s Government have 


any idea in their heads of any such, 


import, but giving that as a possible 


figure, | confess | am not very much | 
alarmed at the idea of an import duty; | 


and for this reason, that the average effect 
of an import duty on wheat would be 
infinitesimal compared with the fluctua- 
tions in price brought about by natural 
causes. In one of the articles in The 
Times to which the noble Earl referred, 
reference is made to these variations. 
The writer points out that the average 
price of wheat in the English market 
for the twenty-five years preceding the 
repeal of the Corn Laws was practically 
the same—57s.—as that of the early 
-seventies, and that the great fall from 
1877, when the price was 56s. 9d., to 
1894, when it was 17s. 8d. in October, 
and, for the year, an average of 22s.10d., 
was very remotely connected with the 


repeal of the Corn Laws. He gives 
tables showing the price of bread 
between 1893 and 1898. In Sept- 
ember, 1896, the average price 


for the 4 Ib. loaf was 4°22d.; in May, | 


1898, the average price was 64d. This is 
a rise of very near y 50 per cent.brought 


about by natural causes; and that is 
the reason why I say I am not very | 


much alarmed at the effect of an import 
duty. 
the whole of the charge would fall on 
the consumer. 

What I have quoted leads me to the 
Question which I wish to put to His 


Lord Harvis. 


I cannot conceive it possible that | 


information which will enable us to 
‘estimate what has been the effect of 
| freight on the market prices of some of 
the largest articles of import in the 
last twenty-five to thirty years. 
_As has been pointed out by the writer 
in The Times, the principal fall in the 
price of wheat did not take place in the 
| first twenty years after the abolition of 
|import duties, but only from about the 
seventies to the present time; and 
therefore it is obvious to most thinking 
people that the main factor in producing 
cheap bread to the people of this country 
has not been the opening of ports, but the 
increased supply plus reduction in freight. 
After the noble Lord opposite [Lord 
Avebury] had spoken the other night on 
this subject, I took the liberty of going 
;across and asking him whether he 
thought it would be possible for the 
Government to give some information 
to Parliament on this subject, and he 
replied that he thought it would be 
possible. He said he believed that the 
reduction in the price of the transport of 
wheat from Dakota to England was no 
less than 21s. per quarter. The total 
' fall in the last thirty years is only sone 
30s., and if 21s. of that fall is to be 
assigned —— 


*Lorp AVEBURY : I certainly did in 
conversation give those figures to my 
noble friend, and believed them to be 
correct, but if I had known he was 
going to use them in your Lordships’ 
House | should have verified them. 


Lorp HARRIS: I was careful to say 
that the noble Lord stated that he 
believed the figures he gave me were 
correct. Iam using them to show how 
important it is that the public should 
understand that the main cause of the 
fall in the price of bread is not the open- 
ing of the ports but the reduction in 
freight, plus, of course, the largely in- 
creased area of supply. I think it would 
be extremely useful from their point 
of view if the Government could show 
that one cause of this remarkable fall in 
| prices has been the improvement in the 
machinery of steam-going vessels. I was 
| told the other day that another reason 
for steam vessels being able to reduce 
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their freights so largely was the intro- 
duction of compound engines. 


From the point of the Government, 
or of those members of it, at any rate, 
who believe that there is some benefit to 
the country to be derived from a system 
of preferential tariffs as compared with 
free imports, it is highly important, it 
seems to me, to be able to show that this 
fall in price is due to these causes ; for 
this reason, that it is highly improbable, so 
far as one can see, that freights can ever 
go up to anything like what they were 
before the seventies. Therefore, what- 
e-er effect may be produced by a duty, 
and whatever its incidence, at any rate 
it isimpossible for bread to rise to such 
prices as were possible at that period. 
[ put this point before His Majesty’s 
Government solely with the object of 
helping them, if I can, to add to the use- 
ful information which it seems to me it 
is absolutely essential should be placed 
before the country if they expect those— 
and I say this with special feeling —who 
have supported them for so many years 
to continue to doso. I was a colleague 
in a humble position for something like 
fifteen years of noble Lords below me, 
and I am most anxious to support 
them now ; but it is impossible for me 
to go to the meetings I am likely to 
have to address in the autumn, and to 
give unfaltering support to this policy, 
unless I am convinced that some good 
is coming out of it—not only some good 
to the Empire, which I put first, Lut 
also to the agricultural interest which 
has suffered so materially during the 
last thirty years. If it can be shown 
that the Empire will gain by such a 
scheme as has been foreshadowed by 
several members of the Government, 
then I should have no hesitation in 
putting the special interests of agricul- 
ture in the second place, and I should 
be prepared to do what I could in 
urging my agricultural friends in the 
country that they should, as they have 
done in the past, consent to suffer for 
the good of the general community. 


THe Eart or ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, I only venture to interpose for a 
moment in order to express the hope 
that the noble Marquess the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs may feel it 
possible, in his reply, to say something 
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to remove the impression, which, to 
some extent, is an unfortunate one, that 
the recent action of Germany in regard 
to Canada has been such as to justify a 
feeling of injury on the part of this 
country, and that a thorough apprecia- 
tion of Canada and her action in relation 
to Great Britain involved a somewhat 
reproachful attitude towards Germany. 
I quite admit that there has been a 
feeling of disappointment. That was 
brought out in the very able Budget 
speech of the Finance Minister ot Canada ; 
but I think that that is a very different 
matter from the sort of language wh ch 
IT am afraid has been used in this House. 
It has been said that Germany wanted 
to terrorise one of our colonies. That 
seemed to me rather strong language, 
and what I would hope is that the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
may think it prudent and right to 
indicate that such a feeling is neither 
necessary nor justifiable. 1 do not see 
how we can expect Germany to approach 
this question with the same sort of 
sentiment with which we regard our 
colonies. I give way to no one 
in my devotion to Canada, but I 
would feel it to be a regrettable 
thing if Canada was to be the stalking 
horse, so to speak, for any suggestions 
or language which might seem in any 
way to impair the thoroughly friendly 
feeling between Germany and this 
country, which has been so well main- 
tained and which, at the present time, it 
is most important should be preserved. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LansDowneE): My Lords, I had some 
difficulty when I saw the notice of the 
noble Earl’s Question on the Paper in 
divining what particular statements of 
the Prime Minister's and the Colonial 
Secretary's he referred to. In these 
days Ministers are obliged partly in 
order to satisfy the requirements of their 
own adherents, and partly in order to 
meet criticism, to contribute a very large 
number of statements with regard to 
matters of this kind, and I was not 
able intuitively to detect what the state- 
ments were to which the noble Earl 
desired to call attention ; but I gather 
from his speech that the particu‘ar 
statements which he had in view were 
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statements in which, in his opinion, both | 
the Prime Minister and the Colonial 

Secretary exaggerated the urgency 

of the case which has arisen as| 
between the German Government and | 
Canada. The noble Earl also referred | 
to the speech delivered in this House by | 
my noble friend Lord Camperdown and 
to my own remarks. If the noble Earl 
had listened to, or had had an oppor- 
tunity of hearing, what I said in following 
Lord Camperdown on the occasion of the | 
second debate on this subject, he would 

have noticed while 


Imperial 


that, agreeing 
generally with the tenor of Lord! 
Camperdown’s remarks, I expressly | 


desired to guard myself from being sup- | 
posed to concur in what he said in the 
direction of imputing hostility to the 
German Government in its action with 
regard to Canada. 


And when the noble Earl goes on to 
refer to that passage in my first speech 
in which I usedthe simile of the revolver, I 
must remind him that I was then deal- 
ing, not with the case between Canada 
and Germany, but with the second 
part of the subject, which I treated 
quite separately, namely—-the question 
of the manner in which the industries 
of this country suffered from the com- 
petition of foreign gocds produced under 
circumstances which make it impossible | 
for our manufacturers to compete with | 
them in the British market, On that. 
occasion I said that it seemed to me 
that, if we were to be in a position to 
resist attacks of that kind, we should 
supply ourselves with means for doing 
so. At the conclusion of the passage | 
I find I used these words— 

_ “I, at any rate, think it our duty to regard, 

in a tolerant spirit and with an open mind, the 

proposals for dealing with these important 

questions.” 

That is exactly where the noble Earl | 
and I part company. I desire that} 
these proposals should be examined in 

a tolerant spirit and with an open mind, 

and the noble Earl told us just now 

that what he objected to was the re- | 
opening of these discussions. We think 

the time has come when these discus- | 
sions should be re-opened ; and, though | 
we do not desire for a moment to be | 
dogmatic about it, we do consider that 

we should endeavour to find some means 

of ascertaining whether or not it | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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is possible to establish closer _ fiscal 
relations with the colonies; whether 
it is or is not possible to find some 
means of protecting them, when they are 
subjected tu ill-treatment in consequence 
of preferential advantages granted to 
ourselves; and, finally, whether it is or 
is not possible to discover some manner 
of protecting British industries against 
that kind of unfair and inequitable 
competition of which I spoke a moment 
ago. 


With regard to the German case, the 
noble Earl gave your Lordships its history 


at some length ; and I could not help 


regretting that he did not wait to do 
so until the Papers, which I shall lay on 
the Table in a day or two, are in your 
Lordships’ hands. I do not desire to- 


night to anticipate the discussion which 


those Papers may possibly lead to; but 
I will only say this, that I adhere to the 
view I expressed the other evening, 
namely, that the position with which we 
were threatened is not one which His 
Majesty's Government could regard as 
other than a serious position. It is not 
merely that we found that Canada was 
liable to be made to suffer in consequence 
of the preferential treatment which the 
Canadian Government had accorded to 
us; but it was actually adum brated in an 
official document, which your Lordships 
will have an opportunity of reading, that ii 
other colonies acted in the same manner 
as Canada the result might be that we, 
the mothercountry, should find ourselves 
deprived of most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment. That we regarded, and still regard, 
as an urgent matter. I do not mean 
urgent so much in point of time, because 
I have no reason to think that these 
things are likely to be done in the near 
future ; but urgent in view of the great 
importance of the issues raised. 


Then I think I understood the noble 
Earl to say that the preference which 
Canada has given to us had been of little 
or no value. [The Earl of PorTsMOUTH 
nodded assent.} Now, my Lords, the 
information in my possession is to the 
effect that if that preference did not lead 
to a very large or rapid increase in the 
trade between this country and the 
Dominion, it had, at all events, the effect 
of arresting the very perceptible down- 
ward movement which was in progress at 
the time when the preference was given. 
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Besides that there is this to be borne in | look at the figures, but I believe | am right 
mind, that the main inerease in Canadian | in saying that the cust of moving a ton of 
exports has been in raw material or semi-| grain a mile in the United States is 
manufactured articles of a kind in which | something less than half a cent ; and one 
we could not hope to compete ; so that | can well understand how cheap rates of 
to the extent to which the preference that kind must tend to bring down 





applies to .articles in which we do com- 
pete, it has been productive, I believe, of 
solid advantage to the commerce of this 
country. I will not attempt to follow 
the noble Earl to-night in prognostica- 
tions with regard to the scope of any 
tariff legislation which may or may not 
be resorted to by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. That is a matter as to which the 
noble Earl well knows no decision has 
been arrived at ; and it would be clearly 
improper that I should take it upon my- 
self to say whether, for example, any such 
measure, if adopted at all, should apply to 
Holland, the country to which the noble 
Earl referred. 


Lord Harris asked the Government | 


whether it was possible for us to give 
Parliament any information which would 
enable your Lordships to judge of the 
effect produced on prices, and particularly 
on the prices of food-stuffs, by the great 
fall in the cost of oversea freights. I do 
not think there can be any doubt what- 
ever that the noble Lord is perfectly 
correct when he said that amongst the 
causes which have led tothe great fall 
in the prices cf food-stuffs the cheapening 
of oversea freights has been one. But, 
my Lords, it is only one of several 
factors ; and, although it would not be 
difficult to supply figures to show what 
the movement of freights has been, I do 
not see how we can supply any informa- 
tion which will enable my noble friend 
to disentangle the effects of that cause 
from the effects of other causes which 
have operated in the same direction. 
It is clear, for example, that the great 
fall in the prices of wheat has been due to 
the development of new grain-producing 
areas, and to such causesas the invention 
of labour-saving implements. Besides 
that there is the question of, not oversea 
freights, but land freights. The noble 
Lord knows very well that in no respect 
have the conditions been more changed, 
on the American Continent at any rate, 
than in respect of the extraordinary 
cheapening of the charge for the carriage 
by land of grain and other bulky 


| prices at the place of delivery. 

The noble Lord is perfectly correct 
when he says that oversea freights have 
/fallen. I find there isa Board of Trade 

Return which gives figures up to the 
year 1895, from which I gather that the 
freight per cwt. from New York to the 
United Kingdom, which was 10s. in 
1874, has now fallen to 3s. No doubt 
the noble Lord may claim that that fall 
is, to some extent, answerable for the 
great increase in the amount of cereals 
‘imported into this country, which, 
I believe, rose from 10,000,000 ewt. in 
| 1865 to something over 100,000,000 ewt. 
in 1901. 


The noble Earl opposite has asked 
me when the Government intend to lay 
before Parliament their proposals 
to induce Germany to modify her tariff 
regulations with the Dominion of Canada. 
As I said just now, we shall lay Papers 
carrying the discussion up to the present 
date ; but the noble Earl, of course, must 
not expect to find in those Papers our 
proposals for inducing Germany, by 
negotiations or otherwise, to modify her 
tariff regulations. Those proposals are 
obviously of a kind which can only be 
taken into consideration and determined 
after the matter has undergone the full 
discussion which we consider indispen- 
sable. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY : My Lords, 

I do not want to intervene for any time 

in this interesting discussion, but | must 

condole with my noble friend opposite, 

| Lord Harris, on the very limited amount 
of consolation he has received in reply 

to his inquiry from the Government. 

_He made a request of some importance, 
‘Ithink. He said he thought he had a 
| right to be informed as to the nature of 
‘the inquiry the Government has in- 
‘stituted; and he drew a somewhat 
| pathetic picture of what his fate would 
| be this autumn in addressing agri- 
cultural meetings, at which apparently 
he is a welcome and frequent guest, 
| without any guidance from the Govern- 
'ment. The noble Marquess in reply to 


commodities. I have had no time to that tells him that he has figures, though 
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insufficient figures, and can procure 
more, as to the reduction of the cost of 
freight between the United States and 
this country. That is rather a stone to 
give to the noble Lord, who not merely 
asks for bread, but apparently for a 
protective tax on bread. 


Imperial 


Lorp HARRIS: I asked for nothing 
of the kind. 


Tue EArt oF ROSEBERY: The noble 
Lord extended his remarks to some very 
interesting inquiries which I think 
deserve the attention of the Government. 
Now what is this inquiry? It is some- 
thing so impalpable that the human 
mind refuses to grasp it, and the infor- 
mation which is given by the Govern- 
ment is of such a character that [ 
venture to say no human being in this 
universe outside the Government, and I 
am not sure that even all the Members 
of the Government, can form the faintest 
idea as to what shape this inquiry is 
likely to take. I am one of those who 
consider that an inquiry is now necessary. 
I did not think it was necessary until the 
question was raised in an authoritative 
form by the Colonial Secretary, since 
when it has become a frequent and 
public subject of debate between the 
different Members of the Cabinet in both 
Houses of Parliament. But the question 
once being raised, and put as a question 
of Empire, it does seem to me impossible 
for the Government to escape inquiry, 
and I have no doubt that they see that 
as clearly as all of us. The question is, 
What is this inquiry going to be? Is it 
a public inquiry for the purpose of 
ascertaining the facts and communicating 
them as promptly as possible to the 
nation, or is it a mechanism for keeping 
the Cabinet together? I am strongly of 
opinion that it answers to the second 
of these descriptions. 

I hear a laugh, and I am not in the 
least surprised, because the position is 
grotesque. We have at this moment a 
Government of all the talents, and all the 
majorities, repealing a corn tax of a very 
moderate description —a shilling; and 
at the moment when the Prime Minister 
is endeavouring to deal with his irritated 
followers on the subject of the repeal of 
this corn tax, and to vindicate that, the 
Colonial Secretary is making a speech at 
Birmingham in which he announces 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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that the policy of the Government will 
be, must be—I must be careful about 
my auxiliary verbs—may be a tax on 
the food of the people. The question 
naturally arises why if that is the policy 
of the Government a negative policy 
should be pursued with regard to the 
corn tax at the same time. But that is 
the position which evidently excited the 
attention of the Government, and, when 
followed up by one or two more speeches, 
caused them to hold a Cabinet, which I 
do not doubt, like all Cabinets, was a 
council of quiet and philosophical dis- 
cussion. The result was that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer read out an 
inspired paper to the House of Commons, 
in which he announced, or, I suppose, 
adumbrated, that he was quite ready for 
an inquiry—and [| think that was the 
first notice we ever had that there was 
going to be an inquiry—because he was 
quite convinced that it would oniy fortify 
the country in the doctrines of free 
trade and in hostility to the tax on corn 
which he proposed to repeal. 


That is where we stand with regard 
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to the matter; frequent Questions 
have been addressed to the Govern- 
ment since asking what i: the 


nature of the inquiry? Who is inquir- 
ing? Is anybody inquiring? Is the 
noble Duke inquiring? Is it being con- 
ducted by the Cabinet? Is it being con- 
ducted by a committee of the Civil 
Service, or by a committee of experts? 
The noble Duke may think that these 
questions are impertinent and intrusive, 
but to my mind they are vital tothe 
matter at issue. This is not an inquiry 
as to the banker’s accounts of the 
Government, or as to any private 
domestic affairs which may interest 
them and them alone; it is by far the 
most important inquiry that has ever 
been conducted in the country in my life- 
time ; and if it is to be conducted, and I 
think it is inevitable, it should not be a 
hole-and corner inquiry, but the nation 
itself should be a party to it. 


THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
Hear, hear ! 


THE Ear, or ROSEBERY: But in 
what sense is the nation a party to it? 
It does not even know the constituent 
body which is inquiring, it does not 
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know the nature of the inquiry, nor 
what it is inquiring into. If it is an 
inquiry into the opinions of His Majesty’s 
Government, I can understand its being 
both lengthy and confidential. But if it 
is an inquiry into the broad policy on 
which the fiscal arrangements of this 
country have been conducted for the 
last fifty-six or fifty-seven years, I say 
that it should be a public inquiry. It 
should be by Royal Commission, or by 


some recognised method, but it should | 
not be veiled in darkness, without any | 


results to which we may look, without 
any results at present which are promised, 


and the slow progress of which is only | 


marked by the milestones of the 
speeches of the Colonial Secretary 
and the Prime Minister, who announce 
doctrines which seem, to us at any rate, 
utterly irreconcilable to those held, for 
instance, by the President of the Council 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I 
appeal to the Government that they 
should take the country into their con- 
fidence in this matter. It is not too 
much to ask. Lord Harris is a faithful 
supporter of the Government, as he has 
reminded them. Has he not a claim to 
know something of what is going on in 
reference to this inquiry? And beyond 
the supporters of the Government, has 
not the whole nation a right to know 
sumething of what is going on? Lord 
Harris said the agricultural labourers of 
this country would be all agog to know 


what is to be proposed by the Govern- | 


ment; he also said he had come back 


after five years’ absence and seen the | 
agricultural labourers of this country in | 


a state of unexampled prosperity. I pre- 
sume the agricultural labourers of this 
country, when they hear that the first 


fiscal measure of the Government is to | 
be a tax on food, and when they hear, | 
what is much more, that the continu- | 


ance of the Empire is impossible without 


a tax on food—I presume that they, and | 


every one, more especially Imperialists, 
to whom especially the Empire is dear, 


if jt is dearer to one class than to/| 


another, have a right to ask what is 
being done on this matter. 


I intervened on the spur of the 
moment, and I admit that what I have 
said has no direct reference to the speech 
of the noble Earl who introduced the 
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| discussion ; but it has very direct refer- 
/ence to the speech of the noble Lord 
behind the Government, who pleads 
that he may be given some guidance as 
| to what he is to say in rural districts 
/on the subject of the policy of the 
Government. It is not the noble Lord 
alone who is in a difficulty in this 
matter; it will be all the supporters 
of the Government, aye, and the 
Government itself. At present, under 
the new doctrine of Cabinet responsibility 
which has been revealed to us, the 
Government are talking in different 
voices, and presenting different argu- 
ments from a totally different stand- 
point, to the country, and the baffled 
and puzzled country are to be reassured 
under circumstances so unexampled and 
unparalleled as this—by being told that 
the Government are holding a secret 
inquiry the nature of which they 
cannot or will not divulge. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBorNE): My 
Lords, the noble Earl has made a speech 
—he assures us on the spur of the 
moment—which seems to have for its 
principal object to impress upon his 
fellow-countrymen how divided, as he 
opines, the Government are on the 
question we are now discussing. No 
one has a greater right than the noble 
Earl to address your Lordships with 
authority on what is meant by a dis- 
united Cabinet. I quite admit that 
there are many on both sides of politics 
who are desirous to have re-asked and 
re-answered these questions which, some 
would like to think, were laid aside sixty 
years ago. But the noble Earl himself 
is in the same position; for I defy any 
one to read his speeches on this question, 
as I have read them with minute 
attention, and say what his opinion 
really is. He began by telling his 
| countrymen that he would never reject 
without examination any scheme put 
forward on authority with the object 
of connecting more closely the colonics 
and the mother country. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: The 
noble Earl has omitted one rather 
important word. I said I would not 





reject any scheme unseen. 
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Tue Eart oF SELBORNE: But the 
noble Earl has since proceeded to con- 
struct every possible scheme, and to 
reject them all. But in this rejection of 
the schemes which he has himself con- 
structed I have noticed two things. He 
has very carefully announced, ad urbem 
et orbem, that the doctrines of the Cobden 
Club are for him no part of revealed 
religion, thereby differentiating himself 
from a large part of the Party with 
which he usually acts; and I notice that, 
although he has contributed greatly to 
the elucidation of the question of a pro- 
posed tax on food, he has never so much 
as mentioned the word retaliation. The 
noble Earl has told us that if the Libera] 
Party cannot unite on this question 
never can they unite again. He is willing 
to hold out his arm to Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman and go forward 
with him on the march of progress. 
But at the very moment when they are 
linked arm-in arm and about to start, 
with the impetuosity which is character- 
istic of the noble Earl’s companion, the 
noble Earl says, ‘‘ My friends, put your 
arms round the pillar of the Liberal 
League.” That is a fair illustration of 
the fact that we are all ready to examine 
this question, and that none of us are 
prepared to stand exactly where our 
tathers stood fifty years ago. 


My noble friend Lord Goschen talked of 
agnostics in this matter, and there he 
touched the spot. What is the position in 
which we find ourselves. Brought up 
almost to regard the doctrines of the 
Cobden Clubas part of revealed religion, 
and to believe that there could not be 
any national prosperity or economic truth 
outside the pamphlets of that body, we 
have gradually been disillusioned, and 
we have seen that, though under free 
trade we have prospered mightily, other 
countries have prospered no less greatly 
under a totally different system. There- 
fore in our minds the doctrines of the 
Cobden Club have passed from a dogma 
to a policy ; and the question that we 
now look at is not what is revealed 
truth, or the natural law, but what is 
the policy which, under given circum- 
stances, will best suit this country or 
that. It isin that frame of mind that 
we desire to approach this inquiry. 
What are the objects? Are they great 
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and noble objects? The noble Earl him- 
self laid stress on the great ideal of closer 
union with the colonies. The question 
is, can that be increased by any change 
in our fiscal policy, and what is the 
price that we must pay for the change ? 
We apply exactly the same test to the 
question of retaliation; and the closer 
we look the more we are impressed with 
the fact that we are dealing with a ques- 
tion of policy. It is all a question of 
degree. The noble Marquess opposite 
(the Marquess of Ripon) laughs. In one 
of the printed despatches of the noble 
Marquess, when he was Colonial Secre- 
tary, in answering the proposal made at 
the Ottawa Conference—a proposal 
which he rejected—he dealt with the 
possibility of an alternative scheme in 
words of sympathy. He said that— 


“Tf the proposal had been one for free trade 
within the Empire it would have merited very 
careful consideration.” 


THe Marquess OF RIPON: Hear, 
hear. 


THe Eart oF SELBORNE: That is 
the exact illustration of my point. If 
noble Lords were prepared to adopt such 
a system, could they refuse to give the 
colonies a preference or accept a prefer- 
ence from them? This inquiry cannot 
be dealt with by a Royal Commission. 
It must be an inquest of the nation by 
all its Parties and by all its Press. I 
entirely agree with the noble Earl that 
you cannot have Empire without trade. 
That is the gist of the question. This 
country has had great periods of prosper- 
ity ; and the question we have to ask as 
guardians of the future is, not What is 
or has been the condition of the trade 
of this country, but What, as far as we 
can foresee, is to be the future of the 
trade of this country? Are the people 
to be better off or worse off? That 
question you cannot refer to a Royal 
Commission or to a Select Committee. 
It must be a discussion in which the 
whole nation takes part, and statistics 
which the Government Departments 
work out are only contributions to the 
knowledge of thenation. This is a re- 
volt against authority; and I am very 
glad that it has taken place at this 
moment when trade is prosperous, 
because if it had taken place at a time of 
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trade depression there would have been | 
a danger of conclusions being arrived at | 
which were not justified by the facts of | 
the case. | 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: Would | 
the noble Earl mind telling us what is 
the nature of the inquiry which he is 
about to set up ? 


Imperial 


/open in this matter. 


*ViscounT GOSCHEN: I think, my 
Lords, that the inquiry of the noble Earl, 
Lord Rosebery, has been answered by 
my noble frignd, the First Lord of the 
Admiralty. “We are told that it is an 
inquest of the nation that is to take 
place. But if there is an inquest of the 
nation, we have further to ask of the 
Government, what are the questions to 
be submitted to the inquest of the 
nation? There are many questions 
which are raised in the speeches of 
the Colonial Secretary. There is the 
question of old-age pensions. Is that to 
be submitted to the inquest of the nation? 
and are all these questions to be 
supplemented by the information which 
is supplied from time to time by the 
Government themselves? Here I make 
one appeal to my noble friends, and [| 
am sure that they will listen to it—that 
all information which is given to the 
Government should as soon as possible 
be supplied to the public; that there 
should not be speeches made in the 
first instance relying on certain statistics, 
and that the statistics should not come 
before us for verification only after the 
speeches have been delivered and their 
effect has been produced. That would 
not be a fair way to proceed; and I 
should have thought that it was in the 
interest of the Government themselves 
that members of the Government 
should refrain from continuing what I 
scarcely know whether to regard as a 
part of the inquest of the nation or a 
part of a campaign and crusade. 


There is one object which is dear 
to the heart of a great number of 
the public and of the Press who 
support Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals. | 
It is that the labourer should be 
brought back to the land. Lord Harris 
suggests that the agricultural interest 
is to be benefited to a material extent | 
by the proposals which will be sub- 
mitted. Can the Government frankly 
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tell us whether a tax of 5s. on corn 
will form part of the issues that are 
to be submitted? I think they are 
bound to come a little more into the 
There are many 
persons who refrain from discussing 
such a tax from the certainty that 
Parliament will never assent to it. But, 
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/on the other hand, there will be others 


who gather the opposite impression, 
and from whom support is secured by 
a kind of distant hope that such a 
prospect is not out of the question. 
Will those who distinctly desire to 
protect agriculture by a 4s. or 5s. duty 
on corn think themselves to be 
justified in supporting the proposal of 
the Government on the ground that it 
lies within the limits of practical politics? 
If this be so, will statistics be placed 
before us elucidating any point as dis- 
tinct as that? I have doubts whether 
it would be so, but what I should 
be anxious to see is a series of distinct pro- 
positions which should be put before the 
public, and that we should know really 
what we are to discuss, not only as out- 
lined in the Colonial Secretary’s scheme, 
but in far more particulars than are at 
present before the country. 


Then with regard to the inquest itself. 
I agree that a great portion of that 
subject must be decided by the Cabinet ; 
but there will be, and probably are, 
inquiries in progress among the various 
Departments of the Government. Are 
these Departments co-operating together, 
checking together, investigating with 
absolute impartiality, without any bias 
whatever? I think we were told by the 
Colonial Secretary that he would produce 
tables with which he would go into the 
cottage of every labourer, showing what 
effect would be produced by the increase 
of the price of food. Will such tables be 


accessible to the public so that we shall 


all be able to judge the correctness of 
the literature which is employed in that 
respect? I am sure that the whole 
country feels puzzled at present at 
the stage in which the inquiry stands. 
I do not know whether much progress is 
being made, if indeed any has been made, 
and I think Lord Rosebery is entitled to 
our gratitude for having elicited the 
speech of the First Lord of the Admiralty, 


| and for the endeavour to elicit what the 


nature of the inquiry is to be. I thought 
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it right to make these few observations, 
as I take the deepest interest in the 
subject of this inquiry, thinking that it 
ought to be thorough, while seeing the 
great difficulties that surround it. 


Imperial 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : My Lords, 
I thank the noble Viscount who has just 
sat down for having relieved me of one 
part of the subject with which I desired 
to deal, namely, that relating to the 
inquiry. I fully agree with what he has 
said on that subject, but I feel compelled 
to make some observations on the speech 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty. It 
is not for me to suppose that I can defend 
my noble friend Lord Rosebery, who is 
so well abie to take care of himself, but 
I must say that I think the noble Earl 
singularly misrepresented the position 
my noble friend has taken up in regard to 
the questionnow underdiscussion. Hesaid 
that Lord Rosebery had taken various views 
on this subject and had made inconsistent 
speeches. My noble friend’s first speech, 
after the world was startled by Mr. 
Chamberlain’s proposals, was made at a 
non-political meeting, if I am not mis- 
taken, and was marked, no doubt, by 
caution ; but whenever my noble friend 
has spoken since, when he has not been 
in the position of being hampered, he has 
expressed sentiments of disapproval of the 
proposals of Mr. Chamberlain ; and I do 
not think that the noble Earl was justified, 
by the single fact to which I have alluded, 
in making the charge he did. Then the 
noble Earl went on to say that Lord 
Rosebery must, no doubt, sympathise 
deeply with a Government which was 
divided against itself. I should like to 
ask the noble Earl on what occasion any 
members of the Government of Lord 
Rosebery, either in Parliament or out of 
it, devoted themselves to attacking each 
other and to answering each other's 
speeches. That is the position in which 
His Majesty’s Government now stands ; 
and it seems to us who sit on this side 
of the House to be an objectionable and 
unconstitutional proceeding. Certainly 
no precedent can be found for it in the 
Government of Lord Rosebery. 


My noble friend who introduced this 
discussion deserves our best thanks for 
his very able speech and for having raised 
a debate of so much interest, and if he 
has done nothing else he has accomplished 

Viscount Goschen. 
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one very useful object in inducing the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs to disconnect himself 
from a considerable portion of the speech 
made a few days ago by Lord Camper. 
down, and he has done so in a manner 
which I am sure the House will have 
heard with much pleasure. I certainly 
was under the impression that upon that 
occasion the noble Marquess did express a 
wider and more general approval of Lord 
Camperdown’s tone in respect to Germany 
than he appears to have intended to do, 
and I am extremely glad an opportunity 
has been afforded. to the neble Marquess 
to clear away the misapprehension, 
which I think existed in the minds of 
many. But the noble Marquess seems 
still to be hankering after retaliation and 
to ‘be searching in his pocket for the 
“revolver”. I hope that it is not going 
to be the old rusty pistol of protection ; 
because, if it is, I am afraid that before 
long it will burst in his hand. It seems 
to me to be a clear proposition in economic 
science that a duty on foreign imports 
would injure our own people more than the 
people against whom we are retaliating. 
Retaliation of this nature must involve 
considerable industrial and commercial dis- 
turbance ; it must limit our exports and 
injure those who rely upon it. Besides, 
it is a dangerous policy to begin a system 
of retaliation. Two can play at that 
game, and we may find that instead of 
yielding to retaliation, or to threats of it, 
a war of tariffs would be produced which 
would lead to great evils industrially and 
commercially. 


The difficulties that arise between 
nations in these days arise mainly out of 
commercial considerations, and therefore 
it is peculiarly necessary that we should 
deal cautiously with this question and not 
place retaliation before us as a thing to 
which we can run at any time and which 
will be sure to produce the object in 
view. Iconfess that I do not see that the 
policy that has been pursued since the days 
when free trade began, has produced any of 
those evils which we hear talked about on 
the other side. Lord Harris spoke of 
the depression of agriculture and of the 
condition of the agricultural classes. No 
doubt the condition of the agricultural 
classes, or of some of them, has been for 
many years unsatisfactory. Rents have 
been reduced and profits have been 
cut down, but the noble Lord himself 
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admitted that the condition of the agri- {and entirely distinct. I accepted the 
cultural labourer was greatly improved. | one if it were possible, but I rejected 
In my part of the world, at least, rents | the other for the reasons which are 
and the profits of tenants, no doubt, | contained in those despatches, and with 
are much less than they were; but the | which I need not trouble your Lordships 
wages of the agricultural labourers have | at the present time. 

very considerably risen, and I am bound | The ‘ ~~ h 
to say that while I should like to see | al nd e* “C lovial § - : , ne 
general and widespread prosperity among ®@° PY — Sa ay 8 
all classes of the community, if I had to | days ago, which, having the opportunity, 
choose which class was the one whose | / cannot help commenting a7? Mr. 
interests should be most considered, | | Chamberlain was reported in The Times—- 
would not hesitate to select the interests @24 as I have seen no contradiction of 
of the great mass of the people. the report I consequently assume it to 

Pas ; be correct—as having said— 

This discussion has covered a wide! «A system of preferential tariffs is the 
field, and I hope I shall be allowed to | only system by which this Empire can be 
discuss some points which do not lie kept together.” 
exactly within the limits of the noble I deeply regret that the Colonial 
Earl’s notice, but which have a very Secretary should have said that. It 
serious bearing on the question itself.| may be his opinion, for aught 1} 
The First Lord of the Admiralty quoted know, but 1 cannot but feel that it 
accurately, except, perhaps, that I may was not a judicious utterance, nor 
not have used the exact words, from | was it fair either to the people of 
some despatches which I wrote when I this country or to the colonies. Mr. 
held the office of Colonial Secretary,| Chamberlain spoke of himself as the 
but I do not quite understand representative of the colonies. No 
what was the conclusion he drew from British Minister-is specially represen- 
the statements in those despatches. tative of any part of the Empire—not 
If the conclusion merely was that I | even the Colonial Secretary. He stands 
desired to express what I most sincerely between the colonies and the mother 
entertained, and entertain at this| country. He has to promote their 
present moment, namely, a feeling of union, and to communicate to each 
deepest sympathy with the colonies and | part of the Empire. the interests of the 
a most earnest desire to consider their other in relation to any proposals which 
interest to the utmost, then he is quite may affect the general interests of the 
right. But what I did say was this, Empire. I do not believe that the 
that a real Zollverein—not this sham statement which Mr. Chamberlain made 
thing which is called a Zollverein, but can be accepted as a literal fact. If I 
which is no Zollverein at all—that a did believe it, I should be in a state of 
real Zollverein (that is to say a real despair. It was no doubt a rhetorical 
Customs union between all parts of the statement, but it was a rhetorical 
British Emp're), if the taxes levied were statement which, in my judgment, 
upon the principle of free trade and ought not to have been made by any 
avoided the dangers of protection, would member of a responsible Government. 
be a perfectly legitimate thing in I cannot think that the people of the 
principle, and | should greatly rejoice if colonies are soindifferent to the interests 
it were possible upon good and fitting of the mother country that they would 
terms to make such an arrangement. | refuse to listen to a calm and reasoned 
Nobody knows better than the noble statement why that which they desire 
Earl that that is not possible in the | cannot be granted to them. We have 
present circumstances, the colonies not given them absolute freedom to make 
being willing to accept it. But to argue | their own fiscal arrangements; they 
from that that therefore you are to look must not claim that there shall be put 
/upon the food of the people of this 


at a system of colonial preferences as | country a tax more or less heavy in 


the same thing as a system of uniform | order to enable the colonies to carry out 


Customs rates, seems to me to be an a special class of fiscal arrangements 
entire error. The two things are totally | botpeen them and us. I cannot but 
VOL. CXXIV. ‘*ourtH Serigs.] | 2C 
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believe that if the case had been fairly 
put to the colonies they would concede 
the principle that the control of our 
own home taxes must remain in our 
own hands. I do not believe that those 
great portions of the British Empire, 
whose interests are supposed to be 
promoted by this policy, would have 
dreamt of rejecting an argument of 
that description, and of claiming for 
themselves a freedom which they would 
not give to the mother country. 


Imperial 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEvoNnsHIRE) : 
My Lords, I had no anticipation that the 
Question of the noble Earl opposite was 
intended to form the subject-matter of 
an adjourned debate on the question 
raised on a former occasion by my noble 
friend Lord Goschen ; and, for myself, 
I am bound to say that I do not propose 
to repeat—which is all I can do—the 
statement of my own views which I had 
the opportunity to lay before the House 
at some length on the former occasion. 
I should not have risen at all but for the 
questions of the noble Earl, Lord Rose- 
bery, supported by the noble Viscount 
behind me. Both noble Lords are dis- 
satisfied with the amount of information 
which they have received as to the nature 
and scope of the proposed inquiry. I 
would just remind the House that I do 
not think any Member of the Govern- 
ment has spoken of this question in the 
sense of being a mere inquiry. The 
expression which I certainly used, and 
which I think other Members of the 
Government have employed, was “ inquiry 
and discussion.” What was announced 
by Mr. Chamberlain was that, having 


laid certain views before the country, he | 


invited discussion upon those views. 


That which is to take place must be) 


partly in the nature of an inquiry, but, to 
a still greater extent, of a discussion. I 
endeavoured to state what would be the 
nature of the inquiry. I said it could 


not be an inquiry by Royal Com- 
mission, still less by Departmental 
Committee. It must be an inquiry by 


the members of the Government for 
themselves. Tae Government are en- 
deavouring, not so much to obtain infor- 
mation, because all the necessary infor- 
mation, I believe, exists, but to arrange 
it in a manner which they will be able 
to consider themselves ; and the results 


Marquess of Ripon. 
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| of the examination of that information 
| will, no doubt, be communicated as soon 
‘as possible to Parliament and the 
| country. 


The noble Viscount wishes to know 
what are to be the subjects of inquiry. 
He asks whether they are to include 
old-age pensions. Well, my Lords, how 
can they be excluded? It has been 
mentioned, and it must be taken into 
consideration, if not in the inquiry, in 
the discussion that must take place on 
the subject. No doubt it is clear enough 
that under certain contingencies, if 
effect is given to the views which have 
lately been put forward, there may be 
a considerable sum of revenue raised 
which might be devoted to old-age 
pen-ions. How can such a matter be 
excluded from the discussion if not from 
the inquiry? Then the noble Viscount 
asks whether the discussion was to in- 
clude a 5s. duty on corn. That would 
be a definite proposition. That would 
not be in the nature of an inquiry at 
all. How can my noble friend ask us to 
state what definite proposals we are 
going to make after our inquiry before 
the inquiry has taken place ? 


Viscount GOSCHEN : I donot think 
my noble friend quite appreciates my 
meaning. 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: No, I 
do not. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: If you wish 
to collect statistics as part of the inquiry, 
if you wish to get information from the 
parties interested, which is part of the 
inquiry, it would be entirely otiose if 
you were to inquire into any matters 
which were not within the practical 
range of the suggestions of Mr. Cham- 
berlain; and what I was anxious to 
know was whether, not only in the 
discussion, but in the inquiry, such a 
question as that lay within the area of 
discussion. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I am 
afraid I do not apprehend my noble 
friend’s point even now. No doubt 
suggestions have been made that for 
certain political and economical reasons 
it may be wise to propose a tax upon 
food. That tax upon food must be, I 
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suppose, in the nature of a duty of Is. | 
or 2s., or say 5s., on corn; and what- 
ever statistics are obtained on the. 
subject, it seems to me that, whether | 
it be 1s., 2s, or 5s., does not very much 
matter, and my noble friend will be able 
to draw his own conclusions from what- 
ever statistics on that subject are pro- 
duced. However, I quite admit I may 
not have apprehended the scope of my 
noble friend’s Question, and if I have 
not, I can only say I very much regret 
my incapacity to do so. These are the 
only instances he gave of subjects in 
regard to which he wished to know 
whether they were to form part of the 
inquiry or not. I think I can, without 
attempting to go into any exhaustive 
list of subjects which are to form 
part of the inquiry or discussion, 
refer my noble friend to the two 
speeches which were made the other 
night. I think the noble Viscount 
objected to the speeches which were made 
on Friday last by the Prime Minister 
and Mr. Chamberlain because he thought 
that in them argument was preceding and 
taking the place of inquiry and discussion. 
I read both speeches with very great care ; 
and although, as noble Lords may 
have gathered from the speech I made 
the other night, I am not, as at present 
advised, entirely in agreement with those 
who think that inquiry and discussion 
may lead to a very wide departure from 
the fiscal policy which has hitherto guided 
the counsels of this nation, I am bound to 
say that I cannot find in either of those 
speeches anything whatever of which I | 
can complain. Each of those speeches | 
was in the main devoted to indicating, 
and further explaining, the objects to | 
which this inquiry and discussion should | 
be addressed. 


The Prime Minister enumerated speci- | 
fically four dangers which he anticipated | 
from the existing state of things, or four | 
points to the consequences of which in | 
the future our attention ought to be | 
directed. Ihave not got those four points | 
with me, and I cannot enumerate them 
now. Then Mr. Chamberlain, in his 
speech, devoted himself to another part of 
the question, and specifically mentioned 
three other points which ought to 
form the subject of inquiry. I cannot 
conceive how anyone, assenting to 
the proposition that there is to be in- 
quiry and discussion, can take exception 
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to speeches such as those in which the 
statesmen who delivered them have gone 
as far as they could go in defining the 
subjects for inquiry. I do not say that 
the subjects enumerated in those - peeches 
cover the whole ground. I do not say 
that they are the most material points. 
But they are elements of inquiry, and, 
so far as the instruction of the public 
mind is concerned, I cannot conceive 
speeches more calculated to add to the 
public knowledge of the nature of 
the inquiry which is suggested than 
those two speeches. That is all the 
answer I can give to the Questions 
addressed to me on this occasion ; but 
if any noble Lords think that there are 
other subjects which ought to form 
part of the inquiry and discussion, and 
which have not received attention, it 
is perfectly competent for them to bring 
them before the House and to obtain 
such further information as_ they 
require. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I am sorry 
the noble Duke has not seized the point 
of the noble Viscount opposite. What 
the noble Viscount specially asked was: 
Is this inquiry to be directed to the 
question of whether a tax of 5s. a 
quarter is to be laid upon corn coming 
into this country ? In other words: Is 
the inquiry to be directed, in the first 
instance, to whether the food of the 
people is to be taxed 3 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I have 
said that that question has been raised, 
and that it must form part of the 
inquiry. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: It seems to 


'me that it must not form part of the 


inquiry but the very foundation of the 
inquiry. After all, this is to be an 
inquiry into a policy raised by the 
Colonial Secretary, and Mr. Chamberlain 
has stated that policy in the most 
He has said in one 
speech that a system of preferential 
tariffs was the only system by which 
this Empire could be kept together, and 
in another speech he said that if we 
were to give a preference tothe colonies 
we must put a tax on food. The very 
essence, therefore, of Mr. Chamberla n’s 
policy is a tax on food, and I urge that 
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it ought to form the very foundation of | 
the inquiry whether it is desirable that a | 
tax should be put on the food of the | 


people. 


THe Earu or JERSEY : I do not rise 
to continue this discussion, but to ask | 
the noble Duke a Question. It has been 
stated, and not contradicted, that the 
campaign in favour of preferential tariffs | 
is to beginin October. That presupposes 
that by October the inquiry on the part | 
of the Government will have come to an | 
end; and I therefore trust that before 
that campaign begins the supporters of 
the Government in Parliament will have 
the opportunity of hearing from the 
Prime Minister or the noble Duke him- 
self what course the Cabinet are deter- 
mined to adopt in this matter. 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: It 
would be impossible for me to state at 
present what course the Government 
will take in regard to making any an- | 
nouncement before the close of the) 
session. 





THe Eart or JERSEY: Before the 
campaign begins ? 


[No answer was given. |] 
The subject then dropped. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE 
FISHERIES BILL (u.1.). 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


AND 


Clause 1. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (the Earl of Onstow) 
said the object of the new sub-section 
standing in his name was to give to 
the Board of Agriculture the same 
powers in regard to prosecutions under 
the Merchandise Marks Act for any 
misdescription of fish as it now possessed | 
in regard to other articles. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In line 17, at end, to insert as a new sub- 
section, ‘The Merchandise Marks (Proseen- 
tions) Act, 1894 (which relates to the under- 
taking by the Board of Agriculture of prosecu- 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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Yeomanry. 


tions under the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, 
in certain cases), shall apply to the produce of 
any fishing industry as it applies to icul- 
tural or horticultural produce.’”—(The Earl of 
Onslow.) 


On Question, Amendment agrecd to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 

Clause 3. 


Lorp HENEAGE explained that the 
object of his Amendment was to de- 
finitely fix October 1 next as the date 
on which the Act should come into 
operation. 


Amendment moved. 


‘In page 2, line 39, to leave out from 
(‘three’) to the end of the sub-section.” —(Lord 
Heneage.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Bill re-ccommitted to the Standing 
Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 140.) 


THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 


*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I desire 
to ask His Majesty’s Government for 
what reason eligibility for promotion to 
warrant rank is withheld from the 
permanent staff of the Imperial 
Yeomanry, having regard to the state 
ment of the Secretary of State for War 
on 10th February, 1902, viz. :— 

‘*Warrant rank is confined to the Regular 
Army and Militia who are liable to be embodied 
for long periods,” 
and to the fact that the Yeomanry forec 
is now also liable to be embodied under 
the Militia and Yeomanry Act, 1902. I 
put this Question on behalf of a very 


| deserving body of men, who are placed 
_in positions of considerable responsibility 


in the Yeomanry foree—men who are 
selected for their efficiency and conduct, 


and who are only retained in the force as 


long as they are efficient and well 
behaved. Their comrades holding a 
similar position in the Militia are eligible 
for warrant rank, whilst they have been 
| hitherto refused it. It is unnecessary 
for me to state on what grounds it has 
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been refused. I believe every Committee 
that has sat at the War Office on Yeo- 
manry matters has invariably recom- 
mended that the on-commissioned 
officers on the permanent staff of the 
Yeomanry should be eligible for this 
promotion. This privilege, however, has 
been invariably refused. Last year, as 
your Lordships will see from the quota- 
tion in my Question, the Secretary of 
State stated distinctly that “ warrant rank 
was confined te the Regular Army and 
the Militia, who are liable to be embodied 
for long periods.” Since that time, how- 
ever, the Militia and Yeomanry Act has 
been passed, and the Yeomanry are now 
liable for a long period of embodiment. 
Therefore I am unable to see why 
eligibility to promotion should any longer 
be refused to these permanent sergeants | 
in the Yeomanry. So far as the reasons 
given by the Secretary of State are con- 
cerned, it is inconsistent any longer to 
refuse this privilege ; and therefore I ask 
the Question in the hope that His | 
Majesty’s Government will at length | 


admit the reascnableness of this claim. | 
| 





THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF) 
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Militia and Yeomanry are very different. 
The Militia non-commissioned officers 
are eligible for warrant rank, but they 
are employed practically the whole year. 


*Lorp HARRIS : Soare the Yeomanry 
officers. 


THe Ear, or HARDWICKE: But 
the Militia sergeants are actively em- 
ployed the whole year. 


*LorD HARRIS: So are the 


manry. 


Yeo- 


THE EARL or HARDWICKE: The 
recruits are at the depots for forty-nine 


|days preliminary drill in addition to 


the training of one month, and Militia- 
men are allowed to, and do, go up for 
preliminary drill, at all periods of the 
year. Therefore I state, without fear of 
contradiction, that Militia sergeants are 


actively employed the whole year 
round. As regards the Yeomanry 
sergeants the case is different. The 


training is only sixteen days. The 
preliminary drill of a Yeoman con- 
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STATE FOR WAR (The Earl of Harp-/ sists of twenty drills only, and for an 
WICKE) : I have no reason to take excep- | efficient Yeoman ten drills, and the only 
tion to anything which the noble Lord | work that a non-commissioned officer in 
has stated in asking this Question, nor | the Yeomanry has to do during the rest 
can I dispute any of the facts he has of the year is to instruct Yeomen when 
mentioned, but I will call attention to | they come up for that instruction. I do 
the extract from the answer that my | not think the noble Lord can deny that 


right hon. friend the Secretary of State | for the greater part of the year the 





for War gave in the House of Commons | Yeomanry noncommissioned officer has 


and which appears in the Question. | 
That extract was part of a reply to a/| 
Question addressed on the subject of the | 
Volunteers, and not in connection with | 
the Yeomanry at all; and the Secretary | 
of State, in stating that warrant rank was | 


confined to the Regu'ar Army and the | 
Militia, who were liable to be embodied 
for long periods, merely stated a fact as 
the facts were at the time. Had the 
Yeomanry been under the same condi- 
tions as the Militia at that time he 
doubtless would not have made that 
answer to the Question, because if he did 
not feel disposed to grant warrant rank 
tothe Yeomanry he would not have 
stated that it was merely confined to the 


Militia who were liable to embodiment 





for long periods. I would like to point 
out that the conditions of service in the 


not a great deal to do. I would also 
point out to the noble Lord that at 
present many Yeomanry regiments are 
under strength; and though I do not wish 
to shut the door to granting warrant rank 
to Yeomanry non-commissioned officers, 
I fear I cannot hold out any immediate 
prospect of warrant rank being granted 

When the Yeomanry regiments are up to 
strength the matter will be again con- 
sidered, and it is possible that the_ 
Secretary of State may then be able 
to take a more favourable view of the 
matter than he is able to do at present. 


Lorp WENLOCK: Might I ask the 
noble Earl how many regiments are 
below strength? There are regiments to 
whom neither of the reasons given for 
withholding warrant rank would apply, 
and I should like to ask how long it will 
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be before those who are already up to 
their full strength will have the privi- 
lege. The noble Earl seemed to consider 


that Yeomanry non-commissioned officers | 


have very little to do as compared with 
the Militia, but I believe they have far 
more work.in uncompleted regiments 
than they would have if the regiments 
were up to their full strength. 


Lorv MONKSWELL: The noble Ear! | 


the Under-Secretary tells the House that 


{LORDS} 
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accorded to them, why should it not be 
granted now to those regiments which 
are up to strength? But I think it is 
unwise to apply that test. Thestrength 
of the Yeomanry is a purely arbitrary 
standard. I can assure my noble friend, 
who has not had quite so much ex: 
perience of the Yeomanry as I have 
had—-— 


Service. 


THE Eart or HARDWICKE: I have 


had none. 


the Secretary of State will reconsider the | 


question when the Yeomanry regiments 
are up to strength. 
bearing of the answer. Does warrant 
rank depend on the strength ? 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: The 
simple fact is that, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of State, this. is not the 


moment to grant this warrant rank ; and for | 


this reason, that when once you have given 
warrant rank you cannot take it away. 
You have, therefore, to be very careful 
in choosing your sergeants for that 
position. As Yeomanry non-com- 
missioned officers are not always actively 
employed, and have a great deal of 
leisure on their hands, it is necessary 
that care should be exercised not to 
grant this rank to officers when we have 
not had sufficient experience of their 
capacity. 


Ear CARRINGTON : I should like 
to ask how many Yeomanry regiments 
are below strength. In many counties I 
know they are above strength. I hardly 
think that the answer given by the 
noble Earl is satisfactory to the Imperial 
Yeomanry, which fine fighting force 
ought to beencouraged. They feel that 
an unmerited snub has been administered 
to the non-commissioned officers of the 
Imperial Yeomanry in not putting them 
on the same footing as Militia non-com- 


missioned officers, especially as the new | 


Act has now come into force. 


*Lorp HARRIS: I cannot help ex- | 
pressing regret that I have not received | 
The fact is | 
regiments of | 


@ more favourable answer. 
that there are many 

Yeomanry at the present moment up to 
strength, and if it is legitimate some 
time or other that regiments on full 


strength should have this privilege 
Lord Wenlock, 


I fail to foliow the | 








*Lorp HARRIS: I thought so from 
what the noble Earl said, but I can 
assure him that a Yeomanry sergeant- 
major has quite as much work to do as 
a Militia sergeant-major. 


THe Eart or SELBORNE: I have 
nothing to add to the reasons that my 
noble friend has given, but I do not like 
the remark of my noble friend opposite, 
that a snub had been administered to 
Yeomanry non-commissioned officers, to 
pass unnoticed. It is only quite recently 
that the Militia have been given warrant 
officers. They were given warrant 
officers during the war, and I do not 
think there is any necessity to institute 
a comparison between the particular 
work done by the two classes of officers. 
The cases of the Yeomanry and the Militia 
non-commissioned officer are so dis- 
similar that I greatly doubt whether any 
just parallel could be drawn between the 
two. I strongly deprecate the view 
that any snub has been administered. 


THe Ear. or HARDWICKE: I am 
sorry the noble Lord considers my 
answer unsatisfactory. I told him dis 
tinctly that I did not wish to shut the 
door to giving this warrant rank,' but 
that it could not be done at he present 
moment. 


STAFF SERVICE. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War what is the total number of regi- 
mental majors and _ lieutenant-colonels 
now serving on the Staff and on extra 
regimental duty unseconded under 
Regulation 26 of the Royal Warrant of 
1903, and if he can state the actual 
number of squadron majors in the 
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‘Cavalry, and battery majors in the 


Artillery respectively on the Staff and 
extra regimental duty, and the difference 
in the annual pay of those officers, and 
that of the captains responsible for their 
duties during their absence from the 
regiments. 


THE Eart or HARDWICKE: There 
are no regimental lieutenant-colonels, 
and there are 322 regimental majors 
serving On the Staff and on extra regi- 
mental duty unseconded under Regula- 
tion 26 of the Royal Warrantof 1903. The 
actual number of squadron majors in the 
cavalry on Staff and extra regimental 
duty is 18, and of battery majors in the 
Artillery 108. The differences between 
the pay of these squadron majors and 
battery majors and that of the captains 
responsible for their duties during their 
absence from their regiments are £75 
and £107 respectively. 

House adjourned at a quarter 
past Seven o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half - past Ten 
o'clock. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Monday, 29th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeAKer laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been 
complied with, viz. :— Bournemouth 


Gas and Water Bill [| Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL OKDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 
etitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
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case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the Fir t 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Gas Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


Southampton Harbour Bill {Lords} 
(King’s consent signified). Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 
[New Title.] 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
Bill [Lords]; Erith Tramways and Im- 
provement Bill; Hastings Tramways 
(Extensions) Bill [Lords]; Tynemouth 
and District Tramways Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill; 
Bournemouth Corporation Tramways 
Bill [Lords] ; Carmarthenshire Electric 
Power Bill [Lords]; Derby Gas Bill 
{Lords!. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


*Manchester Southern Tramways Bill 
[Lords]; Rochester Corporation Tram- 
ways and Improvements Bill [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed. 


North British Railway (General Powers) 
Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (East Ham, etc.) Bill 
[Lords]; Pier and Harbour Provisiona! 
Orders (No. 5) Bill. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill (by Order). 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 
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Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill | 
{Lords]. Read a second time and com- | 
mitted. 





Pontypridd Urban District Council | 
Bill [Lords]. Reported, with Amend. | 
ments; Report to lie upon the Table, | 
and to be printed. 


{COMMONS} 
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additional tramways; and for other 
purposes.” [Birmingham District Tram- 
ways Bill (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act 
to confer powers on the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Citizens of the city of Bradford 


| with respect to tramways, waterworks, 


and gas supply ; to enable the Corpora- 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Finance Bill ; 
Grangemouth Water Order Confirmation 
Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation Bill ; 
Forth Navigation Order Confirmation 
Bill; Caledonian Railway Order Con- 
firmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, ete.) Order 
Confirmation Bill ; Gorleston and South- 
town Gas Bill, without Amendment. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill, with an Amendment. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill, 
with Amendments. 


Amendments to Belfast Water Bill 
{Lords]; Shepshed Urban District Gas 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Gas and Water Works | 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Alder- 
shot Gas and Water, Amersham, 
Beaconsfield, and District Water, St. 
David’s Water and Gas, St. Neot’s 
Water, and Wexford Gas.” [Gas and | 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill (Lords).] | 


|tion and Urban District Council of 
Shipley to exchange portions of their 


respective gas undertakings; and to 
make further provisions with respect to 


|rating and various matters of local 
_administrationand management.” [Brad- 


ford Corporation Bill (Lords). | 


Kip’s Patents Bill [Lords|; Birming 
ham District Tramways Bill [Lords]; 
Bradford Corporation Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the Ex 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


* Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; re- 


| ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
260.) 


Hexham Gas Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Grangemouth, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petition from Seaton, against; to lie 


| upon the Table. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for | 
rendering valid certain Letters Patent 
granted to William Phillips Thompson | 
in respect of inventions communicated | 
to him from abroad by Frederick Ells- 
worth Kip (1) for improvements in stop- 
motions for looms, warping machines, 
and the like; and (2) for improvements | 
in electrical stop-motions for warps.” | 


[Kip’s Patents Bill (Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
enable the City of Birmingham Tram- 
ways Company, Limited, to construct 





COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION EX- 
TENSION BILL. 


Petition from Durham, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Cumnock, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND). 


Petition from Perth, against alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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LICENCES ar AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 


Petition from Malton, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
ee FOR NON - RENEWAL) 


Petition from West Cumberland, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 


Petition from Malton, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANDISE MARKS BILL. 


Petition of the National Chamber of 
Trade, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


MOTOR-CARS. 


Petition from Renfrewshire, for 
alteration of Law; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (AUDIT) 
BILL. 


Petition from Abergavenny, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Petition from Wood Green, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


URBAN DISTRICTS (IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 10th March—Mr. O’Shee]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 228.] 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account presented, of the Receipt and 
Expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act from lst January to 
3lst December, 1902 |by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No. 229.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3009 to 3015 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{29 JuNE 1903} 





Reports, &e. 770 
SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 


Accounts presented, showing the 
Interest accrued in respect of the 
Securities standing in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt to the credit of the Post 
Office Savings Banks Fund for the year 
ended 3lst December, 1902, and of the 
Fund for the Banks for Savings and the 
Fund for Friendly Societies for the year 
ended 20th November, 1902 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 230.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 22nd June, 1903, declaring that 
Paul Powell, Royal Carriage Depart- 
ment, War Office, was appointed with- 
out a Civil Service Certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his department [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 


LUNACY. 

Copy of Fifty-seventh Report of the 
Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor, with Appendix [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 231.] 


"NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCAN- 
TILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, 
ETC.). 


Return ordered, ,“‘ showing aggregate 
Naval Expenditure on seagoing force ; 
aggregate revenue ; aggregate tonnage 
of Mercantile Marine ; annual clearances 
of shipping in the foreign trade ; annual 
clearances of shipping in the coasting 
trade ; annual value of imports by sea, 
including bullion and specie ; and annua 
value of exports by sea, including bullion 
and specie, of various countries, ex- 
clusive of China and South American 
Republics, but including British Self- 
governing Colonies, for the year 1902 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 373, of Session 1902).”—(Ser John 
Colomb.) 
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CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Labourers in Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 
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labourers and_ general 
labourers respectively are included in 
the Census returns of 1901 for the 
four provinces of Ireland, and how 
many were returned under the Census 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To! of 1891, 


ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of 


Ireland how many | 





(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 





Agricultural Labourers. 





dineaiainimnan 
{ 
General Labourers. 




















1901. | 1891 1921. 1891. 

ai@aie« ei@l.« ‘oc te é at uw 
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= tm = = = = = tx = = 5 - 
Leinster 42,557 | 1,765 44,322 | 45,663 2,868 48,531 41,045 | 1,233 42,278 | 40,861 | 2,358 | 43,219 
Munster - 40,937 1,107 42,044 47,093 2,563 49,656) 29,638 530! 30,168] 32,269) 1,208) 33,477 
Ulster 39,082 1,347) 40,429) 41,069 2.541 43,610) 37,834 415 | 38,249] 32,021 910 | 32,931 
Connaught 12773) 748) 13,521) 13,448 1,233 14,681 7,023 145 7,168 8,.3°O | 523 9,353 

Total for ' ale dal ag7 ons ene aene «80.2% 7 ans » ons ‘ ona | ¢ 
Ireland j 185,349 4,967 140,316 | 147,273 9,205 156,478 | 115,540 2,323 | 117,863 | 113,981 | 4,999 | 118,980 


| 


Nore.—A large Number of the General Labourers may be assumed to be Agricultural Labourers, although not 
having returned themselves as such in the Census forms. 





Experiments on Dogs. 

CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep-. 
ping): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether the 
certificate given to Professor Schafer, 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Act 39 and 40 Vic., c. 77, permits him 
partially to drown and then resuscitate 
the same dog without any anesthetics 
more than once ; and, if so, how manys 
times; or permits him partially to 
drown and then resuscitate the same 
dog without any anesthetics only once ; 
and, if so, how many dogs has he per- 
mission so partially to drown and 
resuscitate. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The certificates obtained by 
Professor Schafer for the purpose of 
testing the best means of effecting re- 
suscitation in cases of apparent drowning 
are limited to ten experiments. It is 
not stated whether the experiments 


shall be on ten separate dogs, or whether 
the same dog will be used for more than 
one experiment ; but I have ascertained 
that Professor Schafer does not propose 


to submerse any unanvsthetised animal 
more than once. 


Prices of Sugar. 


CotoneL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade what 
has been the average price of sugar for 
each year during the last five years, 
what has been the average bounty paid 
by Germany, Austria, and France during 
that period, what is the present price of 
sugar, and what is the quoted price for 
sugar for delivery twelve movths from 
date. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
average declared import values of sugar 
imported into the United Kingdom in 
the last five years have been— 


Of Refined Sugar. Of Unrefined Sugar. 


Years. Per cwt. Per cwt. 
2 é s. a. 
1898 - 12 33—sC- 9 Th 
1899 - 12 6} - 10 5} 
1900. - 12 10 - 10 54 
1901 - 12 2} - 9 64 
1902 - 10 73 - i 


Ps ae 
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The average bounties on sugar paid 
by Germany, Austria, and France in 
each of the same years, as fixed by the 
United States Government for the 
purpose of levying countervailing duties, 
were— 


Per cwt. 
3 
For Austria- Hungary— 
During 1898 and 1899— 
Under 93 and at least 88 polari- 
sation - - - - - 1 3} 
Under 99°5 and at least 93 
polarisation - . - - F 
At least 99°5 polarisation - 1 11s 
During 1900-1902— 
Unie 99°3 and not less thar 
90 polarisation — - - ~ a 2 
At least 99°3 polarisation - 1 5} 
For Germany — 
Raw, at least 90 - - -  § 
Refined, under 98 and at least 90 1 3} 


Candy, and sugar in white, hard 
loaves, blocks, crystals, ete., 
testing at least 995 - - 

All other, at least 98 - - = § 

For France— 
Raw, 65 to 98 for beet, and 65 to 


97 for French Colonial sugars - 4 3} 
Candy, and refined sugar in loaves 

or crushed . . - 4 8} 
Raw or refined, in grains or 

crystals, polarising at least 98 - 4 5} 


The above estimates of bounties do | 


not include any indirect bounties that 
may have arisen from the operations 
of cartels. The price of “ 88 per cent.” 
beet sugar, f.o.b. Hamburg, was re- 


ported about the middle of June, 1903, | 
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he ogy upon applications for Light 
ilway Orders have been due to post- 
ponements of stages for the benefit of 
parties where conflicting interests have 
had to be reconciled by agreement. In 
the majority of such cases these delays 
have occurred before the Light Railway 
Commissioners have been in a position to 
settle the Orders and submit them to the 
Board of Trade. The only way of pre- 
venting such delays would be to fix 
precise limits of time for the several 
stages, and rigorously to enforce them by 
the rejection of applications upon failure 
to proceed within those limits. I do not 
think this would be advantageous. In 
| the case of the Order mentioned by the 
/ hon. Member, it is to be pointed out that 
|it consolidates Orders applied for in 
| November, 1901, and May, 1902, with the 
Orders applied for in May, 1901. The 
total length of lines proposed to be 
authorised by these combined Orders is 
‘over twenty miles. The Consolidated 
|Order was submitted to the Board for 
confirmation on the 23rd of last month ; 





5 the time limited for lodging objections 


'to contirmation expired on the 20th 
instant ; and the hearing of these objec- 
tions has been fixed for the 5th of next 
month. The consideration of conflicting 
claims and the settlement of the Order 
will thereafter be proceeded with without 
delay, but it is quite impossible to fix a 
date by which confirmation can be given. 


to be from 7s. 10d. to 8s. O}d. per ewt. | 


The price quoted at the same time for 


delivery in January-March next was) 


from 8s. 94d. to 8s. 11}d. per cwt. 


Procedure under the Light Railways 
Act, 1896. 


Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford): To ask the President of the Board 


of Trade whether anything can be done | 
to expedite the procedure under the Light | 
Railways Act, 1896 ; whether he is aware | 


that an interval of two, three, and more 
years has in some cases elapsed between 


the date of the application for the Order | 
and the date of its confirmation by the | 
Board of Trade; and whether there is | 


any prospect of the County of Middlesex 
Light Railways Order, 1903, for which 
application was made in May, 1901, being 
confirmed by the Board of Trade before 
the prorogation of Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Such 
delays as have occasionally occurred in 


Supply of Poisonous Gases—Suggested 
Legislation. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
bring in a Bill this session similar to the 

one of last year regulating the supply of 
water-gas and other poisonous gases. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
answer is in the negative. 


Metropolitan Poor Law Schools— 
Expenditure on Buildings. 
Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board in which oi 
'the Poor Law Schools of the Metropolis 
expenditure on the buildings has been 
'sanctioned since 1896; what, in each 
case, isthe amount of such expenditure ; 
‘for what purpose was it sanctioned ; 
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and what is the reduction in the 
number of children to be accommodated ? 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter’ Long.) 1 
append a statement showing the 
amounts which have been sanctioned 
by the Local Government Board since 
March, 1896, in connection with the 
buildings of the Metropolitan Poor Law 
Schools, and in each case the purpose 





Amounts 
sanctioned. 


School. 
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for which it was sanctioned. The 
statement does not include the schools 
belonging to the South Metropolitan 
school district which is now dissolved. 
In 1896 the total accommodation of the 
schools referred to in the statement 
was, according to the Report of the Poor 
Law Schools Committee, 8,655. The 
present accommodation, as fixed by the 
Board, is 7,702. 


Questions. 





Bethnal Green - 


St. George in the East 





Hackney - 
450 
450 
235 
300 

62 

1,100 

2,250 | 





5,764 





10,671 


9,803 | 
1,560 | 
62 


11,425 | 


Holborn - ° e ‘ 





Islington - - - - 269 


Lambeth - 60 
226 
2,043 
800 


3,129 


180 
400 
13,107 
9 291 


aya 


St. Marylebone 


15,976 


332 
1,342 
340 
2,060 


St. Pancras 


4,074 
984 








Poplar - - 


| Play shed for boys. 


| Boilers, ete. 





Additions to infants’ schoolrooms. 


Day room and lavatory accomodation. 
Additions to Superintendent’s rooms. 
Boundary walls. 


Screens in schoolrooms. 

Laundry machinery. 

Sanitary works. 

Hot water supply, etc.. 

Water tanks. 

Alterations. 

Store rooms and servants’ accommodaticn. 
Sanitary works, etc. 

Workshops, boiler house, etc. 


Laundry, ete. 
Waiting room and engineer's house. 
Drainage works. 








Lavatory accommodation. 





Bathrooms. 
Boundary walls. 
Fire escape stairs. 















Workshop. 
Fencing. 
Receiving wards, ete. 















Fire escape stairs. 
Probation wards. 
Drainage works. 
Laundry buildings. 












Receiving wards. 
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. Amounts 
School. sanctioned. Purpose. 
Shoreditch Ts 200 ‘Alterations in infirmary. 
28 | Paving yards. 
177 | Tar paving. 
405 
Strand - - - - - 475 Receiving house. 
230 Lavatory y accommodation. 
705 
Central London : a 5,690 Infants’ school. 
133 Repairing gable. 
2,975 Ralawater 4 storage, etc. 
| 8,798 
Kensington ona Chslecs Gow 
stead) - } 400 Lavatory accommodation. 
2,000 Drill hall, ete. 
| 2,400 
| 
Kensington and Chcione (Ham- | 
mersmith) = - -| 792 Superintendent’s house. 
2,250 Enlarging schoo]rooms. 
3,3C0 Class rooms and infants’ dormitories. 
550 Entrance lodge. 
6,892 
West London - - : ma 5,365 Boilers, ete. 
330 Lavatory accommodation. 
1,830 Electric lighting. 
170 Enlarging committee room. 
11,182 Schoolrooms. 
1,000 Water supply. 
19,877 


Glycerinated Calf Lymph for Scotland. | 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 


ask the President of the Local Govern 
ment Board if he will state why 
glycerinated calf lymph prepared at 


the Board’s laboratory is not supplied | 
free of charge to the Local Govern-| 
ment Board for Scotland for the use| 
| is prepared at the laboratory at Chelsea, 
having regard to the fact that last year | 


of parochial vaccinators in Scotland, 


the Scottish Board paid to Dr. Blaxall, 
a salaried officer of the London Board, 


to sell for his own profit lymph prepared | 
in an establishment supported out of | 
Imperial funds. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Under 
an arrangement of a_ provisional 


|character made in 1899, with the 


consent of the Treasury, the Local 
Government Board for Scotland pay 
Dr. Blaxall £105 per annum for a 
certain quantity of lymph. The lymph 


but as I have previously stated, the cost 


of its production and preparation is 
borne by Dr. Blaxall. He is not re- 
the sum of £105 for lymph which was | 
prepared in the Board’s laboratory and | 
produced from the Board’s calves; and | 
will he explain why Dr. Blaxall is allowed | 


quired to devote his whole time to his 
duties under my Department, and as the 
arrangement above referred to does 
not interfere with those duties and was 
desired by the Local Government Board 
for Scotland, my Department offered no 
objection to it. 
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Mr. WEIR: Toask the Lord Advocate | | wth the guardians which he proposed 
in view of the fact that the Local|to make as to the death of Michael 
Government Board for Scotland have | Sadler in the Wandsworth Infirmary on 
paid Dr. Cadell of Edinburgh £15 14s. 3d. | 20th April; and what action does he 


(Questions. 





for 419 tubes of vaccine lymph, will he| 


propose to take in the matter. 


state what facilities Dr. Cadell has for | 


its production; and why glycerinated | 
calf lymph is not used for the whole of | 


the work of parochial vaccinators. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 1 
am informed that Dr. Cadell, as superin- 
tendent of vaccination at the New Town 
Dispensary, Edinburgh, collects vaccine 
lymph from the arms of children vac- 
cinated by him, and hitherto has had no 
difficulty in supplying all the lymph 
required by the Central Vaccine Institu- 
tion for Scotland. To the second part 
of the hon. Member’s Question the 
answer is that there are a few parochial 
vaccinators who prefer humanised 
vaccine lymph, and they are supplied 
with it accordingly. 


Weekly Returns of Infectious Diseases. 
Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, seeing the advantages 
that have been derived from the weekly 
returns of infectious diseases now made 
in many districts in England, he will 
make it compulsory on all medical 
officers of health to make such returns. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


returns on this subject at present fur- 
nished to me are made voluntarily by 
eertain urban district councils every 
week. These councils receive from me 
weekly a tabulated statement containing 
the particulars supplied by the returns. 
It is open to other urban councils to 
join in the scheme; but the proposal 
to make it generally compulsory would 
require careful consideration, and I 


could not at present promise that this | 


shall be done. 


Wandsworth — | ~ apeees of 
Michael Sadler. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, | 


Rushcliffe): To ask the President of the 


iLocal Government Board what has 
‘been the result of the communication 


| LAYNE (Southampton) : 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
| guardians desired that an official inquiry 
| should be held on this subject, and this 
course appeared to me to be desirable. 
I have accordingly directed a local 
inquiry to be held, and it will take 
place to-morrow. 


New Post one at Southampton—Danger 
to the Public. 


Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
To ask the 
Postmaster - General whether he is 
aware that the site selected for a new 
post office at Southampton is within 
12 feet of railway lines, over which trains 
are running at all hours of the day and 
night; and, seeing that in order to 
‘reach it it will be necessary to cross 
these lines, and, in the opinion of the 
County Borough Council, who are the 
local authority, and the Southampton 
Harbour Board, who are the owners of 
the railways, such an arrangement will 
be fraught with danger and inconveni- 
ence to the public, will he state what 
steps he proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The new head telegraph office at South- 
ampton, to which is attached a branch 
post office, is being built, together with 
a new Custom House, on a site on the 
south side of Canute Road, acquired for 
the purpose under the powers of the 
| Post Office Sites Acts of 1897 and 1900, 
with the assistance of the Corporation. 

I am informed that that side of the road 
is already used for foot traffic, and the 
fact that trains are allowed to pass along 
the road, which is a main road of the 
town, seems to show that not much 
danger is attributed to their presence. 


Telephone Licences to Municipalities. 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): To askthe Postmaster-General 
to what municipalities have licences been 
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Questions. 


granted under the Telephone Act of 
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(Questions. 


1899; and whether he can specify the| The information asked for by the hon. 


duration of the licence in each case. 


Member is as follows— 





Licencee. 


Date of Licence. 





Glasgow Corporation - 


1 and 6 March, 1900 


Tunbridge Wells Corporation 30 April, 1900 
Belfast Corporation - - 28 February, 1901 
Brighton Corporation - : 30 April, 1901 


Chard Corporation - 
Grantham Corporation 
Hudderstield Corporation 
Portsmouth Corporation 
Hull Corporation - 
Swansea Corporation - 
West Hartlepoo! Corporat 
Oldham Corporation 
Scarborough Corporation 


jon 


13 December, 1901 
18 September, 1900 
22 February, 1901 
21 September, 1901 
8 August, 1902 
27 September, 1902 
30 September, 1902 
31 December, 1902 
31 December, 1902 


Date of Expiration of Licence. 


31 December, 1913 
(see note) 

31 December, 1911 

30 April, 1926 

24 June, 1922 

31 December, 1911 

28 February, 1926 

31 June, 1926 

31 December, 1911 

31 December, 1920 

30 September, 1927 

31 December, 1920 

31 December, 1911 














Nore.—The system of the Tunbridge Wells Corporation was transferred by consent to the 
National Telephone Company in November, 1902. 


Promotion in the Customs Service. 

CoLtoneL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if it is the intention of the Board of 
Customs to pursue the same policy in 
the selection of officers for the upper 
section of preventive officers and the 
higher posts of the waterguard depart- 
ment as in the case of the junior boat- 


men candidates for preventive officer- | 


ships, viz. : a percentage being given to 


young and meritorious men possessing | 


marked administrative qualities ; and if 
he will have regard in making such a 
selection to the local knowledge an 
officer may have of the port where a 
vacancy occurs. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) No change’ 
is proposed in the method of selection | 
section | 
of preventive officers and the higher | 


of officers for the 


upper 


posts of the waterguard department. 
The selection is made on the combined 


grounds of length of service und special | 


qualifications. 


Girgenti Inebriates Reformatory. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate, | 


having regard to the fact that the 
reformatory at Girgenti, in Ayrshire, is 
the only institution certified by the 
Secretary for Scotland under the pro- 
visions of the Inebriates Acts, will he 
state the amount which this institution 
received out of the Vote for last year, 


the number of inmates, and the names | 





| of any simiar institutions which have 
_applied for certification or pecuniary 
| assistance. 





(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The fact as stated py the hon. Member 
'is not accurate. There are now two 
| such certificated institutions in Scotland, 
|a licence having been granted to the 
Greenock House of Refuge since the date 
of the hon. Member’s previous question 
on the subject.t The payments to the 
managers of the certified inebriate 

reformatory at Girgenti, in Ayrshire, 
out of the Vote for the financial year 
to 3lst March, 1903, amounted to 
£1,285 2s. 6d. Since the opening of 
_ the institution in January, 1901, seventy- 
one inmates have been treated here, and 
the average number in residence is about 
forty-three. The correspondence with 
other authorities has not reached the 
| stage of a formal application for certifica- 
tion. 


International Fisheries Investigation. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Ad- 
vocate, having regard to the fact that 
the Fishery Board for Scotland will 
participate in the International Fisheries 
Investigation in the North Sea, to the 
extent of superintending the expenditure 
of half the amount voted, will he state 
the name of the boat which will be at 
the Board’s disposal ; and whether she 








+ See (4) Debates, exxi., 1515. 
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will follow up the scientific researches ' 


made by the ‘‘Garland” in the Moray | 
will be announced at a very early date. 


Firth. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The name of the vessel engaged in the 
investigations referred to by the hon. 
Member is the “Goldseeker.” The 
answer to the latter part of the Question 
is in the affirmative. 


Brussels Sugar Convention—Proceedings 
of Permanent Commission. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can now inform the 
House what decisions have been arrived 
at by the Permanent Commission sitting 
at Brussels; whether the  Austro- 
Hungarian allotment system has been 
approved ; whether the sugar legislation 
of any other countries has been con- 
sidered and any orders issued with 
regard to the treatment of these 
countries by the nations which are 
parties tothe Convention ; and whether 
arrangements have been made for the 
publication of the proceedings. 


(Answered by Lord Cranhorne.) This 
inquiry is met by the answer to the 
Question put by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn to the First Lord of the 
Treasury this afternoon. 


Action of Southport Bench. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney, 
and Shetland): To ask Mr. Attorney- 
Genera! if kis attention has been called 
to the conduct of the Bench at South- 
port ; and if he proposes to take any 
action in consequence. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) My 
attention has been called, by the courtesy 
of my hon. friend, to the circumstances 
referred to. The case is not one in 
which I can take any action. 


Wages in Dockyards. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can hold out 
hope of an early decision concerning the 
wages of certain dockyard trades which 
were recently specified as deserving con- 
sideration. 
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(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) It 
is hoped that the decisions in these cases 


Irish Land Bill—Return of Advances for 
Purchase of Holdings. 

Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 

mouth): ‘lo ask the Chief Secretary to 

the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 


having regard to the alteration in the 


amount of annuities to be payable under 
the provisions of the Land Purchase Bill 
due to the dropping of the perpetual 
rent-charge, he can arrange for the 
re-issue of the Return showing particu- 
lars with respect to the advances for the 
purchase of holdings and repayments 
to Land Commission under Clauses 1 
and 4) (No. 183) giving the figures of 
that Return in italics and the new 
figures in ordinary type. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Return in question has been issued. 


Irish National Education—Superin- 

tendents of Examinations. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Intermediate Commissioners give a 
preference tointernediate teachers apply- 
ing for the position of superintendents 
of examinations; whether in the ap- 
pointments length of service is taken 
into consideration, and whether the 
Commissioners will give the names and 
length of service of the intermediate 
teachers appointed for the first time this 
year to these positions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
reply to the first Question is in the 
negative. In making appointments the 
Commissioners proceed on the principle 
of selecting those who, in their opinion, 
are the best qualified. A list containing 
the names of centre superintendents will 
be supplied to the hon. Member on 
application in writing to the office of 
the Commissioners. 


Irish Resident istrates—Action 

of Mr. . Crane. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. C. P. Crane, resident magistrate, 
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interfered with the solicitor for one of 
the parties in a case at Killarney Petty 
Sessions on last Tuesday, that three 
other magistrates protested against his 
action, and all the solicitors practising 
in the Court also protested in writing 
against his action ; and seeing that Mr. 
Crane was formerly a police officer in 
Killarney, where he has now been -ent to 
exercise judicial functions, and having 
regard to the action taken by him on 
this occasion, and the relations existing 
between the people of Killarney and Mr. 
Crane, he will prevent Mr. Crane adjudi- 
cating in future at Killarney. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Mr. 
Crane is not the resident magistrate of 
the Killarney district. On the occasion 
referred to he was acting as locum 
tenens for the local resident magistrate, 
who was absent. The interference of 
Mr. Crane with the local solicitor merely 
consisted in his objecting to certain 
questions being put by the latter to 
witnesses, on the ground that they were 
irrelevant to the charge under investi 
gation. The other magistrates disagreed 
with Mr. Crane on this point of practice, 
and the questions were accordingly 
allowed to be put. Mr. Crane, who is 
a most efficient magistrate, acted within 
his rights, and has done nothing to 
disqualify him from acting in future as 
a resident magistrate at Killarney or 
any other petty sessions. 


Terminable Leases in Towns—Com- 
pensation for Improvements. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the holders of terminable 
leases in towns are subject to eviction or 
increase of rent without any compensa 
tion for buildings or improvements made 
at their expense ; and whether he can 
hold out any hope of introducing a Bill 


to deal with this matter at an early 
date. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 cannot 
hold out any hope of legislation in the 
direction suggested. 


Erection of Pier at Ballyconnell, County 
Sligo. 


Mr. WILLIAM M’KILLOP (Sligo, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


VOL. CXXIV. [FourtH SEries.] 


{29 June 1903} 





Questions. 786 


Lieutenant of Ireland, whether hi® 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that the people of Ballyconnell, a con- 
gested district on the north coast of 
Sligo, are at present unable to pursue 
their calling as fishermen owing to the 
want of a sheltering pier; and, if so, 
will he consider the advisability of having 
a small pier erected for their accom- 
modation. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) If the 
County Council should propose a reason- 
able scheme for a useful work at this 
place, and will show their confidence in 
the work by voting a sum of money 
towards it, the Congested Districts Board 
wili be prepared to contribute an equal 
amount. 


Roughly Congested District (Sligo). 

Mr. WILLIAM M’KILLOP: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the population of the congested 
district of Roughly, county Sligo, 
situate on the north coast of Sligo, are 
not permitted at present to gather sea- 
weed unless on payment of ls. per cart 
for same; that they are unable to take 
vehicles to the fishing pier erected for 
their accommodation owing to the want 
of a road sixty perches in extent; and, 
if so, whether he will have inquiries 
instituted with the view of having this 
state of affairs remedied. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Government has no power to interfere 
with any private arrangements existing 
in respect to seaweed. Inquiry will be 
made as to the alleged want of an 
accommodation road to the pier. 


Ragging in the Army. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War what steps he proposes to take to 
prevent the repetition of civilians being 
tried by so-calied Court-martials ; and if 
any General Orders are to be issued by 
him, or by his authority, to prevent 
any further ill-treatment of unpopular 
officers or ‘civilians by commissioned 
officers in His Majesty’s Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Army Act and existing Regulations 
2D 
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are considered sufficient to deal with the 
matters alluded to. 


(Questions. 


Evasion of Fair Wage Clause by Army 
Clothing Contractor. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if his attention has been called to an 
alleged evasion of the current wage 
clause by a firm of clothing contractors ; 
and, if so, what action has been, or is 
being taken, in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Will the hon. and gallant Member be 
good enough to give fuller details, includ- 
ing the name of the firm, to enable the 
case to be traced. 


Field Allowance to Officers in South 

rica. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the fact that field allowances usually 
given to officers under canvas are at 
present disallowed to officers in South 
Africa in temporary huts of corrugated 
iron or similar material; and, if so, 
what steps he will take to remedy this 
state of affairs. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Brodrick.) 
Field allowance is granted in cases 
when the hut is non- equipped or 
partially equipped ; but in South Africa 
a large number of superior equipped 
huts have been provided, in which 
eases the grant is inadmissible under 
present regulations. 


Population of Rhodesia. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies what is 
the present estimated white population of | 
Buluwayo, Salisbury, and the districts of 
Rhodesia outside those towns, respec- 
tively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The results of an informal census 


taken 3lst May, 1901, gave the white 
population of Buluwayo as 4,694; of 
Salisbury, 1,395 ; of the rest of Southern 
Rhodesia, 4,943. These are the latest 
gures which I am able to give. 
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| Colonial Tariffs. 

| Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
/To ask the Secretary of State for the 
‘Colonies whether, in any of the com- 
_munications that have taken place 
between all or any of the self-governing 
colonies, they, or any one of them, have 
expressed their willingness to surrender 
their complete tariff autonomy, or to 
forego the recognition of the custom 
that has arisen in all recent commercial 
treaties concluded between this country 
and any foreign State of inserting an 
article empowering the self-governing 
colonies to adhere or not at will to the 
treaty; whether the _ self-governing 
colonies have been informed if it is in 
contemplation to grant preferential 
treatment to their natural products 
or only their food products by the 
United Kingdom ; whether the view ex- 
pressed in the Report of the Colonial 
Conference between the Colonial Secre- 
tary and the Premiers of the self-govern- 
ing colonies that, if the colonies cease to 
be granted most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment by any foreign country owing to 
such country giving a preference to our 
goods, they have a remedy in their own 
hands, is still that of the Colonial Secre- 
tary and of the Colonial Premiers; and, 
if so, whether he will state what are 
these remedies ; and whether the self- 
governing colonies have ever, in any 
communication addressed to the Colonial 
Office, suggested that they should be 
protected against hostile action on the 
part of any foreign State in regard to 
their imports into that State, by the 
imposition of duties on its imports into 
the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
No suggestion has been made by His 
Majesty's Government or by any of the 

| colonies that the self-governing colonies 

should surrender their liberty of framing 
their own Customs tariffs, or that any 
alteration should be made in the existing 
practice in the negotiation of commercial 
| treaties, of leaving it to them to decide 
whether or not notice of adherence on 
their behalf should be given by His 

Majesty’s Government. The nature of 

the remedy which the colonies have in 

their own hands in the event of their 
being penalised by a foreign country for 
granting tariff preference to British 
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produce and manufactures is sufficiently 
indicated by the paragraph of the Report 
of the Colonial Conference to which the 
hon. Member refers. There have been 
no communications with any colony on 
the subject since the Conference, nor has 
any colony at any time considered it 
necessary to indicate to His Majesty’s 
Government the manner in which they 
should protect the fiscal freedom of the 
Empire. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The Cape Ragging Court-Martial. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the evidence 
submitted before the Court- martial at 
Wellington Barracks for the trial of seven 
officers in reference to the incident at the 
Mount Nelson Hotel, Cape Town, and of 
the fact that the verdict was given solely 
on thecharges of indecency and blasphemy, | 
what action is going to be taken by the | 
War Office in respect to the admitted 
conduct of the aforesaid officers towards 
a civilian at Cape Town. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
No further action will be taken by the 
War Office in respect of these officers. 
They have been tried and acquitted on 
the charges advanced by Mr. Stanford 
subsequently to the verdict of the civil 
Court, and it would not be in accordance 
with justice or precedent to go back on 
other charges for which compensation has 
been paid in a civil Court, and since 
which the officers have been re-employed 
in the field. 


Army Post—Missing Registered Letter. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that a registered 
letter, addressed to Private Thomas Edens, 
7,059, B Company, Ist Argyll and 
Sutherland Highlanders, Field Force, 
South Africa, was despatched from the 
Army Post Office, Middleburg, Transvaal, 
on the 2ist July, 1901, to the Officer 
Commanding, Benson’s Column ; and that 
the registered letter list was returned 
signed J. Hardmarsh, lance-corporal ; 
whether he can state what has become of 
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this letter; and, if not, will the person 
who registered the letter be compensated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The loss of this 
letter has been the subject of communica- 
tions with the War Office. The letter 
cannot be traced. No_ responsibility 
whatever can be accepted by the War 
Department for the non-delivery of letters 
on active service. 


Mr. WOOD (Down, E.): Seeing that the 
lance-corporal is still in the service have 
any inquiries been made of bim ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is of no use 
making inquiries now. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
This was a registered letter. Do the 
War Office absolutely refuse all responsi- 
bility for registered letters ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: We can only use 
our best endeavours to trace them. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Was any 
champagne consigned to officers lost ? 


Mediterranean Fleet—Gunnery Practice. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty has he now received the further 
Report from the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Mediterranean Fleet containing the 
further details required to show to what 
extent the gunnery practice ordered by 
the Commander-in-Chief on 29th April 
last failed to conform to the Admiralty 
regulations, or what were the reasons 
for any variation in the regulation 
practice; and can he now say in what 
respects this practice departed from the 
Admiralty regulations for the attain- 
ment of good shooting and proficiency 
in gunnery. 


Tue SECRETARY to tug ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARrNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Report referred to has now 
been received. The practice conformed 
in all respects with the Admiralty regu- 
lations, except that, for the purpose of 
practising the crews in rapid firing with 
several guns at the same time, a certain 
number of rounds of aiming rifle am- 
munition were fired simultaneously, and 
not separately, and the shots, though 
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observed, were not individually marked. 
The practice is one which has frequently 
been carried out in the Mediterranean 
Fleet, and, though it is not prescribed 
by the regulations, it is entirely within 
the province of the Commander-in-Chief 
to sanction it. 





Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then am I 
to understand that the Admiralty 
approve the practice of firing shots with- 
out marking ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, under 
these circumstances. 


Aden Boundary Commission. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
k.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India what is the state of the proceed- 
ings at Aden as regards the Boundary 
Commission, and what progress is being 
made ; who is responsible for its proceed- 
ings ; and when will it be possible to lay 
Papers ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord Gerorce HAmILTonN, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The proceedings sof 
our Boundary Commission in delimiting 
the frontier between the tribes under our 
protection and the territory of the Otto- 
man Empire have not been as rapid as 
could be wished, as the Commission have 
had to contend with difficulties of an 
altogether exceptional character and with 
obstruction against which His Majesty’s 
Government have been compelled more 
than once to protest. The survey of the 
territory of the Amir of Dthali has, how- 
ever, now been completed, and the Reportof 
the British Commissioners on that survey 
is under the consideration of His Majesty's 
Government. I hope that an agreement 
will shortly be arrived at with the 
Turkish Government as to the general 
direction of the line to be adopted for 
the frontier, which will then be de mnar- 
cated on the spot by the Turkish and 
British Commissioners. The proceedings 
of the British Commission on the spot are 
primarily under the control of the Govern- 
ment of India, while the negotiations 
with the Turkish Government are in the 
hands of His Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Constantinople, and under the conduct of 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
Every effort will be made by His Majesty’s 
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Government to expedite the conclusion 
of the work upon which the Commission 
are engaged, but until it is concluded, I 
cannot undertake to lay Papers on the 
Table of the House. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: How 
long will it be necessary to retain the 
extra troops there ? 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : I can- 
not say. They are kept there as a matter 
of precaution, and will, I suppose, stay as 
long as the Commission is there. 


Registration of Clubs. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Hume Department 
whether he is now in a position to state 
the number of clubs registered in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the Licens- 
ing Act of 1902 in England and in 
Wales ? 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS DouG.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
6,174 clubs have been registered in 
England up to the 27th of May last, and 
178 in Wales. 


Motor-Cars in Hyde Park. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether in view of the speed at which 
motor-cars are driven through Hyde Park, 
he will authorise the police to prevent 
them entering the park until such time as 
the law is competent to restrain them 1? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.): The First Commissioner of 
Works asks me to invite the hon. Mem- 
ber’s attention to the statement made on 
behalf of the Government in another place 
on Thursday last,+ that the Government 
intend to proceed with their Bill for the 
regulation of motor traffic, and hope to 
introduce it this week. But the First 
Commissioner is also considering in 
concert with the police authorities what 
steps can best be taken to regulate the 
speed of vehicles in Hyde Park, Consti- 
tution-hill, and St. James’s Park. 





it See page 538. 
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The Maltese Language Question. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether communica- 
tions have passed between the British 
and Italian Governments with reference 
to the attempt to suppress the teaching 
or the use of the Italian language in 
Malta, and with reference to the change 
in the Council at Malta by constituting 
the official members the majority of 
that Council, or placing the elected 
members, who had formerly been in a | 
majority, in a permanent minority ; and | 
whether he is prepared to state the | 
purport of these communications. | 
| 


THE UNDER - SECRETARY oF | 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp | 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) : No communica- | 
tions have passed between the two) 
Governments since the beginning of | 
last year, when we were informed by | 
the Italian Ambassador of the satisfac- | 
tion with which he had read the speech | 
of my right hon. friend the Colonial | 
Secretary, delivered in this House on the | 
28th January of that year.7 





Alleged Kurdish Atrocities near 
eroum. 


{29 JUNE 1903} 


Questions. 794 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 
the telegraphic account of these outrages 
came from are on the 23rd 
June? How is it the Foreign Office is 
unable to get any information there ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: We have in- 
formation there that there is no truth 
in the report. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will further inquiries 
be made ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: We are making 
further inquiries. 


Yangtse)River Railway. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the negotiations com- 
menced four years ago by the Peking 
Syndicate to obtain permission to 
construct a railway to the Yangtse 
River have advanced beyond the 
recognition of the claim twelve months 
ago by Prince Ching to Sir Ernest 
Satow ; if so, what is the present state 
of the negotiations. 


| Lorp CRANBORNE: The reply to 
the first part of the Question is in the 





affirmative, but the negotiations which 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the are proceeding with the Chinese Govern- 
Under-Sccretary of State for Foreign | ment in regard to this as well as to other 
Affairs whether his attentoin has | railway questions are not yet concluded. 
been called to the fact that a/I am afraid I am _ not able at this 
convent near Erzeroum has recently | juncture to give any particulars as to 
been pillaged by Kurds, who killed a the present state of the negotiations. 
number of priests, and the village of | 
Benn also pillaged about the same Shantung Railways. 


time; also that the Turkish troops, *gip CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
afforded no protection during this action | the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
of the Kurds ; and what steps the! affairs whether the German Govern- 
Foreign Office are prepared to take in| ment claim the monopoly of railway 
regard to these occurrences. ) 


| construction in the valley of the Yellow 
River on account of its being within the 


Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s | Hinterland of the Province of Shan- 


: ‘tung; if so, whether His Majesty’s 
ee 0 Se ree  hectewanens recognise such right. : 


ceived no report from the Acting | 

British Consul at Erzeroum of any | AP 

outrages of this kind having occurred Rg im gece yg audigy mee eet 

near that place. He is, however, interested in the development of the 

vray i ane The age — valley of the Yellow River and its 

ae” a a ee ee communications towards the south is 
described in the Parliamentary Paper, 
China, No. 1, 1899, p. 214. I have 
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nothing to add in explanation of the | 
attitude of the German Government | 
and of His Majesty's Government to} 
what is contained in these Papers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What) 
connection has the syndicate with the, 
Government of Germany ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: If my _ hon. 
friend will read the Paper he will see. 


British Vice-Consuls in Switzerland. 


Mr. WOOD: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he will explain why the ap- 
pointment to the office of Vice-Consul 
which has recently been made at St. 
Gall, Switzerland, has been given to 
a foreigner, in view of the fact that 
British residents with large business 
interests there were passed over. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The Secretary 
of State was advised that there was no 
suitable British subject at St. Gall 
who could be recommended for the 
appointment of ViceConsul. He there- 
fore sanctioned the appointment of a 
Swiss gentleman, whose business is 
chiefly connected with this country. 


Congo Free State. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have yet communicated with 
Foreign Governments on the subject of 
the Congo Free State in accordance 
with the Resolution passed by this 
House on 20th May; and, if so, 
whether he will state to which countries 
the despatch has been addressed. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The question of 
the terms of the communication to be 
addressed to the signatories of the Act. 
of Berlin on the subject of the Congo 
Free State is one which requires care- | 
ful consideration. The terms, however, | 
of one part of this communication are | 
settled, and, in regard to the other part, | 
it is hoped that a decision may be| 
arrived at shortly. 
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Ophthalmia in Metropolitan Schools. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to. 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 


| tion whether his Department will cause a 


medical examination to be undertaken of 
the children attending elementary schools 
in the Metropolis, with a view to a Re- 


/port showing how many children are 
| working in the schools suffering from 
ophthalmia, and what means may be 


adopted to prevent this disease spreading 
to other children. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WiLitiAm Anson, Oxford Univer- 
sity): The Board of Education are not, 
as at present advised, prepared to under- 
take the inquiry suggested in the Ques- 
tion. A circular was issued in October 
1901 to managers and teachers of urban 
elementary schools on the subject of the 
children’s eyesight. In this circular at- 
tention was particularly called to the 
symptoms of ophthalmia, to the necessity 
for immediate and continuous treatment, 
and to the importance of excluding the 
children affected from school until a 
medical certificate of their fitness for re- 
admission had been obtained. 


Assistant Matrons in Irish Prisons. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment to state the scale of salaries, 
dietary, rules of boarding, etc., at present 
applying to assistant matrons employed 
in English prisons ; and will he say why, 
in case these conditions do not apply to 
Ireland, a uniform scale should not be 
adopted applicable to the assistant prison 
matrons of both countries. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The scale 
of pay for assistant female warders in 
English prisons is £50, rising by £1 10s. 
a year to £65 in convict prisonsand £45, 
rising by £1 to £50 in local prisons. 


| Official quarters are provided in the 


prisons, with a fixed amount of free wash- 
ing, and fuel and light. The officers 
board themselves, though they are allowed 


_to have their food cooked by female 


prisoners. I can give no opinion with 
regard to Ireland, where the prisons are 
not under my control ; but I can under- 
stand that the circumstances may differ 
so much as to make uniform rules as to 
these matters in the two countries un- 
necessary, if not impossible. 
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Audit of Irish Public Accounts. | 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): On_ 
behalf of the hon. Member for the St. | 
Patrick’s Division of Dublin I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
in view of the fact that all the Irish 
public accounts are mainly audited in 
London and a few of them partially for a 
few weeks in Dublin, he will state what 
is the cost of the work in London and 
Dublin respectively ; and whether he will 
arrange to have the work done entirely 
in Dublin, in order to avoid the addi- 
tional cost of travelling and maintenance, 
which the partial audit in Dublin at present 
entails, 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Etiiot, Durham) : 
The additional annual cost incurred in 
travelling to and from Dublin, and in 
maintenance while there, usually amounts 
to less than £500. It is not possible to 
state what is the cost of the audit of 
Irish public accounts in London, as the 
officers engaged on it are also employed 
on other duties. The saving which would 
accrue from such a change as is suggested 
would not compensate for the public in- 
convenience which would result from the 
impossibility of exercising direct supet- 
vision of the work performed and of per- 
sonal conference with the officers engaged 
upon it. 


Mr. LUNDON: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the St.  Patrick’s 
Division of Dublin I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
seeing that audit office officials are 
permanently employed at Devonport 
Dockyard and at other places outside of 
the audit office, he will, with a view to 
economy and efficiency, have a perma- 
nent audit office staff at Dublin. 


Mr. ELLIOT: The character of the 
work at Devonport and the other dock- 
yards is peculiar, and is necessarily 
carried out on the spot, as the books 
and documents could not possibly be 
spared for transmission to London. The 
establishment of a permanent audit 
office staff in Dublin would not lead to 
greater economy and efficiency. 


Mr. LUNDON: 
hon. Member for the St. 


On behalf of the 
Patrick’s 
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Division of Dublin I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been directed to the fact 
that the present system of mainly audit- 
ing all Irish accounts in London causes 


additional work in keeping duplicate 


records of payments in London, and that 
if the work were done entirely in Dublin 
some of this duplicating could be avoided, 
that books and documents essential to 
audit cannot be sent to London for 
examination, and that reference to these 
books and documents has to be post- 
poned for months; and, seeing that cor- 
respondence between London and Dublin 
could be avoided if the audit were 
carried out entirely in Dublin, whether 
he will make arrangements to have tlie 
audit carried out entirely in Dubiin. 


Mr. ELLIOT: Any additional work 
in keeping duplicate records is more than 
compensated for by the opportunities 
afforded to the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General of personal access to his officers. 
No inconvenience arises from the post- 
ponement until the annual visit of 
reference to the books and documents 
kept in Dublin. The amount of corres- 
pendence would in any case not be 
diminished, but would probably be 
increased, by the necessity for written 
instead of personal communication be- 
tween the officers of the Exchequer and 
Audit Department and the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General. 


Tobacco Growing in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, in view of the 
experiments being made in_ tobacco 
growing in Ireland, he couldarrange for 
an abitement of the duty on Irish- 
grown tobacco in order to encourage the 
industry. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): 
While the matter has been in an experi- 
mental stage I understand that arrange- 
ments have been made by the Department 
of Agriculture to prevent the burden of 
the duty falling upon individual growers. 
I need hardly say that I shall watch the 
result of the experiments with great 
interest, but I cannot hold out any hope 
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that in the event of the industry develop- 
ing beyond the experimental stage a 
lower duty could be charged on home- 
grown than on imported tobacco. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
of the answer of the right hon. Gentle- 
man I beg to say that 1 will put another 
Question on the Paper on the same 
subject, but addressed to the Colonial 
Secretary. 


Salaries of Irish Medical Officers. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): | beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can undertake that, in case 
the existing salaries of Irish medical 
officers are raised, the Treasury recoup 
ment in aid of those salaries shall be 
proportionally increased. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): 
This is a hypothetical Question to which 
no definite answer can be given. The 
limits within which recoupment can be 
made out of the local taxation account 
are defined by Section 58 of the Local 
Government Act, 1898, and Section 6 
of the Amending Act of last year, to 
which I would refer the hon. Member. 


Maryborough Prison Staff. 


Mr. DELANY: I beg'to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the report of an inquiry held 
recently at Maryborough Prison; and, 
if so, will he state whether the decision 
then announced has since been reversed ; 
and whether, in view of the discontent 
existing in the Maryborough prison 
service, he would consider the advisability 
of establishing a regular Court, in- 
dependent of the officers of the Prisons 
Board, for trial of breaches of prison 
rules on the same lines as that provided 
for the Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Inquiries have 
been held at this prison from time to 
time. No decision: of the Prisons Board 
have been reversed, and no discontent 
exists as alleged. Breaches of prison 


rules are investigated in the manner 
provided by Statute, and the system is 
the same in Ireland as in England. | 
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Questions. 
Irish Dispensary Appointments. 
Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that resolu- 
tions have been forwarded from the 
Queen’s County Branch of the Irish 
Medical Association to the board of 
guardians of each union in the county 
declaring that no qualified practitioner 
should apply for or accept a d.spensary 
appointment vacated by a doctor who 
has not received suitable superannuation, 
or at a lesser salary than £200 per 
annum, and declining to do duty for or 
meet in consultation any colleague who 
contravenes the proposals contained in 
the resolutions, and further stating that 
they should use their best endeavours to 
dissuade any medical practitioner from 
becoming a candidate for a dispensary 
or wotkhouse appointment for which 
the salary is less than the amount fixed 
by the Association ; and, if so, will he 
state what steps he proposes to take in 
the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; a resolu- 
tion to this effect was adopted. The 
matters referred to cannot properly be 
discussed within the limits of a reply to 
a Question. 


Maryborough Prison—Chief Warder 
Walsh. 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the circum- 
stances under which Chief Warder Walsh, 
of Maryborough Gaol, was recently 
transferred to Cork, and whether that 
officer has been reduced in rank or 
salary ; and whether, seeing that the 
alleged irregularities for which he has 
been held responsible have been in ex- 
istence for over three years, and before 
this officer came to Maryborough, will 
he state whether the alleged irregularities 
were known to the Prisons Board or 
their inspectors ; and, if not, what ex- 
planation have -they to offer for their 
failure to detect them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The chief warder 
was not reduced in rank or salary on his 
transfer to Cork Local Prison. He was 
unequal to the physical strain at Mary- 
borough Convict Prison, and on his own 
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application he was retired, on pension, 
on grounds of health. 


Maryborough Prison 


i and Warders’ 
Cottages. 


es. 

Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what was 
the cost of building the new prison at 
Maryborough ; whether the contract 
for the same was satisfactorily executed ; 
whether, seeing that a numb:r of 
cottages had been built for warders 
recently in the vicinity of the prison, he 


{29 JuNE 1903} 





Questions. 802 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Governor did 
not make the statement attributed to 
him. But he did point out to the 
warders the serious consequences that 
| would result from engaging in traffic 
| with prisoners. This was done with the 
| authority of the Prisons Board. The 
| prison officers who were recently retired 
| consequent on the re-organisation of the 
| Prison Staff, were awarded pensions 
‘calculated on actual service. The facts 
were fully investigated by Government, 
_who approved of the retirement of these 
officials. It is not proposed to make 
‘any further inquiry in the matter. 


will state the cost of each cottage and if | 


advertisements were inserted in any 
newspapers inviting tenders 
carrying on of this work ; and whether, 
in view of the character of these cottages, 
he will grant an inquiry into this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost of the 
new prison, when completed, will be 
£27,060. 
factorily executed. The average cost of 
each of the warders’ cottages is £225. 
Tenders were not invited by advertise- 
ment for the erection of the cottages. 
The work was carried out by the new 
prison contractor at his contract rates. 
Nocomplaints have been made in respect 
to the cottages, which are reported to be 
suitable and comfortable. 


Maryborough Prison—Traffic with 
Prisoners. 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state by 


what authority the Governor of Mary- 


borough Prison informed the warders 


there on parade that the Chairman of | 
the Prisons Board had told him that if, 
he submitted the name of any warder for | 


removal such warder would be immedi- 


ately removed from the service; and | 


whether, in view of the fact that a 
number of young men serving at Mary- 
borough, Gaol have been discharged 
from the service without any allegation 
of incompetency, he will state whether 
these men will be granted compensation 
for abolition of office, or inquiry be made 
by some independent authority into the 
causes of their removal. 


for the 


The contract has been satis- 





Cusack Estate, County Longford. 
Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a number of tenantson the 
'Cusack Estate, County Longford, are 
being deprived of their future tenancies 
by reason of the failure of the receiver to 
agree with them as to terms of purchase ; 
and whether he can undertake to make 
representations to the receiver not to 
deprive these tenants of their crops and 
grazing pending the passage of thc 
present Land Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Proceedings for 
the sale of this estate are pending in the 
Land Judge’s Court. The rental is in 
course of settlement. No tenant who is 
legally entitled to the advantages of the 
_ Land Purchase Acts is, or can be, deprived 

of these by the action of the receiver, or 
any other official. 


Granard Union Nursing Nuns. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that in consequence of the decision of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
in the matter of the recent inquiry held 
in Granard Union on the subject of the 
nursing system in that union, the 
nursing nuns are being withdrawn from 
the institution ; and whether, in view of 
the importance to the sick poor of the 
retention of their services, and the 
fact that the main question of the 
inquiry was ignored in the Report, he 
will direct the Local Government Board 
to take immediate steps to retain the 
services of these ladies. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board regrets that the nuns have | 
severed their ofticial connection with the. 
Granard Union Hospital. The appoint- | 
ment of nurss rests with the guardians | 
and not with the Board. If the guar- 
dians decide to re-elect these ladies or to | 
appoint other qualified nuns to the 
vacant posts it is very unlikely that the 
board will raise any objection. 


Questions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) asked if 
the right hon. Gentleman himself would 
look irto the matter. As he understood | 
it the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman would hardly meet the 
difficulty. 


Mr.J.P. FARRELL asked, as the matter 
was of great importance to the locality, 
would the right hon. Gentleman, in case 
the nuns were not re-elected, give an 
undertaking that an opportunity should 
be afforded at an early date to discuss it | 
on the Vote for the Local Government 


Board. 
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Royal Irish Constabulary. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the fact that the members of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary in the 
cities of Londonderry, Cork, Waterford, 
and Belfast have numbers on their uni- 
forms, he will direct the wearing of 


numbers on their uniforms by members 


of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
stationed in country districts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question has 
repeatedly been raised in the House, and, 
as at presen® advised, I see no reasons 
for arriving at a different conclusion 
trom that come to by my _ predecessors 
—namely, that the proposed change is 
inexpedient and undesirable. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What is 
the police objection / 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Officers of the force 
may be employed in any part of Ireland, 


'and there would be difficulty in working 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that it rested 
with the First Lord of the Treasury, and 
not with him, to decide when the Vote 


would be taken. j 33 


out the scheme. 


Cork Model Schools. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 


|Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Derelict Evicted Farms in County 
ongford. 

* MraJ. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland to state the number of 
derelict evicted farms in County Long- 
ford to which Clause 2 of the Land Bill, 
as amended, would apply. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There were six 
untenanted evicted farms in County 
Longford on the Ist April last. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take any steps to prevent 
these farms being occupied before the 
passing of the Land Bill. . 


Mr. WYNDHAM replied that it was 
not convenient to anticipate any dis- 
cussion on the Land Bill by way of | 
Questions. The hon. Member knew the | 
position of affairs and if |.e was not satis- 
fied he would have an opportunity of 
raising his point. 


Ireland whether he can now state what 
was the result ofthe last meeting of the 
Commissioners of National Education in 
respect to the occupation of a portion 
of the Cork Model Schools by the local 
‘T«chnical Committee ; whether in regard 
to the difference between the Commis- 
sioners and the Committee as to certain 
alterations, the Commissioners will send 
a competent surveyor or inspector to 
meet the Committee with a view to an 
arrangement of the existing dispute. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter was 
reconsidered by the Commissioners at 
their special meeting held on the 26th 
May. The arrangement under which 
certain rooms of the Model Schools were 
placed at the disposal of ‘he Technical 
Committee was expressly stated’ to be a 
temporary one. In November last the 
Board of Works reported to the Com- 
missioners that very serious structural 
changes in the premises were being pro- 
posed by the Committee. Inj giving 
\ 
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their sanction to the temporary use of 
the school rooms the Commissioners had 
no idea whatever that the premises 
were to be interfered with to the extent 
contemplated, or 
would be made that would interfere 
with the health of the pupils of the 
school, or the efficiency of the 
teaching. It has been found that the 
school work has been already very ad- 
versely affected by the holding of the 
technical classes in the school, and the 
encroachments of the Committee on the 
playgrounds and premises. The Resident 
Commissioner visited the schools last 
month and has reported on the defects 
inthe arrangements which he observed 
at the date of his visit. The Commis- 
sioners are of opinion that the full and 
clear possession of the schools is abso- 
lutely necessary for the efficient carrying 
out of their own work, and they are 
unable to vary the deci-ion already 
arrivedat, namely, that the temporary 
arrangement with the Technical Com- 
mittee should terminate on the 30th 
instant. Acting on the undertaking 
given by me on a previous occasion, | 
communicated with the Commissioners, 
bringing under their notice the sugges- 
tion which had been made that final 
action b: postponed until after the 
Estimates had been discussed. It appears 
to me, however, that the Commissioners, 
for the reasons explained by me, have 
made out a strong case for the decision 
at which they have arrived. 


Mr. FLYNN: On the strength of the 
arrangement the local Technical Com- 
mittee spent a large sum of money. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) said 
the right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
favour a friendly arrangement, and he 
hoped he would communicate that view 
to the Commissioners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They are the sole 


authorities in the matter. 


Kilcormac. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the County Council of 
King’s County have 


restored the | 
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named Frankford; will he state what 
authority the Local Government Board 
have for refusing to accept this re- 
storation; and by what authority 
the ancient name was changed by an 
English officer less than 100 years ago 
from Kilcormac to Frankford. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board merely 
pointed out that there was no authority 
enabling the County Council to make 
the proposed change. This was decided 
by the case of Anderson v. The Corpora- 
tion of Dublin (Law Reports, Ireland, 
Vol. 15). I am not aware of the cireum- 
stances under which the name of 
Frankford was given to this town. 


Mr. REDDY : Is the right hon. Gen- 
tleman aware that Frankford is a 
Germa” name ? 


Cork Assizes--Rex v. Moore. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg toask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland has received a memorial 
forwarded to His Excellency by the 
medical witnesses for the Crown in the 
case of Rex. v. Moore, which ended ina 
capital conviction at the Cork Spring 
Assizes, the death sentence being com- 
muted into a sentence of penal servitude 
for life, praying the exercise of the pre- 
rogative of pardon in the case of the 
prisoner, and expressing their belief that 
the wound on the body of the deceased 
was compatible with accidental causes, 
and the evidence in-ufficient to warrant a 
conviction ; and whether, having regard 
to the doubt as to whether a murder was 
committed at all, and as to whether, if 
committed, Moore was the perpetrator, 
His Excellency will be pleased to consider 
favourably the prayer of the memorial. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A memorial of the 


nature referred to was received by the 


Lord Lieutenant during the time the 
condemned man was under sentence of 
death. It was carefully considered by 
the Lord Lieutenant with the assistance 
of the Lord Chancellor, with the result 
that the capital sentence was commuted 
to one of penal servitude for life. 


Carrigeen National Schools. 
Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 


ancient name of Kileormac to the town | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
explain why nine months’ arrears of 
salary of the teachers of the Carrigeen 
(county Kilkenny) National Schools are 
withheld ; and at what date and under 
what conditions these arrears will be 
payable. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Salary has been 
withheld owing to the delay in completing 
the erection of a suitable schoolhouse. 
The Commissioners state the salaries 
will be paid upon the completion of the 
building. 


Questions, 


Irish Model Schools. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 


{COMMONS} 
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have obtained a guarantee from the pro- 
moters of the Gordon-Bennett race for 
the expenses of extra police over the 
sum of £1,000 which the Treasury is 
willing to contribute; if any communi- 
cation has passed between the police 
authorities and the Kildare County 
Council on the subject ; if he is aware 
that the Kildare County Council con- 
sented to hand over the county roads 
for the race on the expressed under. 
standing that the county should not be 
called on to pay for the extra police ; 
and, if so, if it is the intention of the 
Government to levy any part of the 
expense on the county of Kildare. 











W.): 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the inquiry promised some 
time ago into the working of Irish 
Model Schools has been held ; and, if so, | 
what is the result, and has it been | 
published. 


Mr WYNDHAM: I am informed | 
that the inquiry is in progress, but that | 
it cannot at present be stated when it | 
will be completed. 


| 


Bankruptcy Administration in Armagh. | 


Mr. WOOD: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that the County 
of Armagh is not included in the bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction of the Recorder of 
Belfast, notwithstanding that the county | 
of Armagh is much nearer tu Belfast | 
than the portion of county Down where | 
the said jurisdiction extends; will he | 
say if any resolutions have been received | 
in favour thereof; and whether the| 
necessary steps will be taken to include 
county Armagh within the said juris- 
diction. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The jurisdiction 
of the Belfast Court does not extend to 
Armagh. 
of the suggested extension have been 
received. If made they will be con- 
sidered. 


Irish Motor Car Race. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to’ 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if the Government 


| the Irish Government. 


No representations in favour | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Nosuch guarantee 


‘has been obtained. The County Council 
|inquired as to the incidence of the ex- 
penses of the extra police, and was 


informed by the Inspector-General that 
the matter was receiving attention. ‘Ihe 


| opinion of the Treasury has since been 


announced, and is at present before 
The whole ques- 
tion is one requiring most careful 
consideration in relation to the inter- 


pretation and application of Acts of 


Parliament, as well as to the other 
circumstances connected with the race. 


Mr. LEAMY: Gan we be satisfied 
that the Kildare County Council will not 
be called upon by the Irish Government 
to pay any portion of the cost of the 
extra police ? 


Irish Income Tax . and the Land 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 


| the amount of the loss of emoluments that 
| will accrue to the income tax collectors 


under the operations of the Irish Land 
Bill; and whether he is prepared to 
introduce a scheme for compensation to 
these officials on the same lines as that 
| adopted in the case of the county cess 
‘collectors under the Local Government 
| (Ireland) Act, 1898. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The amount of 
| the loss of emoluments to income tax 
| collectors is not calculable, and their case 
is not on all fours with that of the county 
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cess collectors. The Government is not | the matter; and whether the advance 
aware of any sufficient reason for enter- | obtained under such circumstances will 
taining the claims of the former officers. | be refunded. 


Irish Local Government Board Report. | THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | N.): As far as I have been able to ascer- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the annual | tain, the facts are as follows: That the 
Report of the Local Government Board | vendor of The Acres, Mr. Fox, had previous 
for Ireland, now due, will be issued to tothe 24th July, 1902, taken in grazing 
Members. | cattle, and put them on this field and 
/another adjoining. On that day he let 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report will be | the field to Mr. Gillmor as he was clearly 
laid on the Table in the course of a few | entitled to do, an arrangement having 
days. been made that later he should receive: 
/a certain proportion of the grazing 





Labourers in Ireland. 
Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland how many agricultural labourers 
and general labourers respectively are 
included in the Census Returns of 1901 
for the four provinces of Ireland, and 
how many were returned under the 
Census of 1891. 


Mr, WYNDHAM: The figures, which 
are very numerous, cannot conveniently 
be given in answer to an oral Question. 
In anticipation of the hon. Member’s 
approval, | have sent them to the 
Journal Office to be printed with the 
unstarred Questions. 


Tenant Purchaser, Mr. 8. Gillmor. | 
Mr. O'DOWD: I beg to ask Mr. | 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether | 
his attention has been called to the fact | 
that the petty sessions clerk of Droma- | 
hair, county Leitrim, Mr. Stewart Gillmor, | 


on the 24th July, 1902, swore an affidavit | 
before the local commissioner for taking | 
oaths, to the effect that he was tenant | 
of lands in Dromahair known as The | 
Acres since 1880; that at the Manor- | 
hamilton Quarter Sessions on 2nd June | 
inst. Mr. Gillmor admitted having | 
made this affidavit with the object of 
obtaining from the Land Commission an | 
advance of £480, but that he was not | 
the tenant then or previously; and that 
Judge Waters ruled that Mr. Gillmor | 
was not the tenant, and gave a decree | 
for the grazing rent to another man| 
who was in possession of The Acres after 
the date of Mr. Gillmor’s affidavit ; and, 
if so, will he say what action the Law 


Officers of the Crown intend to take in 








money. The inspector of the Land 
Commission was fully informed of the 
circumstances. Mr. Gillmor was then 
negotiating for the purchase of The 
Acres, together with that of two other 
fields formerly in his possession. He 
described himself in an affidavit made 
after the letting, as tenant of The Acres, 
which in fact he was. The County 
Court Judge did not decide that Gill- 
mor was not tenant or that he had 
sworn falsely, but merely that the 
grazing contract had been made with 
Mr. Fox, and the amount due for the 
grazing could only be received by him. 
Nothing has occurred, therefore, calling 
for the intervention of the Crown, nor 
should the advance be re{unded. 


County Down Crown Solicitor. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S8.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he can state who has been or is 
about to be appointed to the post of 
Crown Solicitor for County Down, what 
local knowledge he possesses, and what 


experience he has had in criminal law. 


The following Question on the same: 
subject also appeared on the Paper. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state if the secretary of the Belfast 
Unionist Registration Society has been 
recommended for the appointment of 
Crown Solicitor for County Down; and 
whether he can state if it is intended to 
give effect to this recommendation. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I will at the same 
time reply to the Question on the 
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same subject addressed to my right hon. 
friend. No appointment has yet been 
made, and it would be contrary to pre- 
cedent to announce who the candidates 
are, or who it is proposed to appoint. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: When 
appointment likely to be made ? 


the 


is 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot say. 


Wexford Train Service. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg 


to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that persons 
travelling from Wexford desirous of 
arriving in London on Monday must 
leave Wexford on Saturday ; and will 
he make inquiries regarding the arrange- 
ments of the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Railway Company, with a view 
to provide a Sunday evening train 
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second branch of it it dealt with a hypo- 
thetical matter. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the inquiry into the 
fiscal policy of the Empire has yet 
reached the stage of inquiry into the 
changes proposed by the Colonial Secre- 
tary; and, if so, whether he can state 
precisely what those changes are. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in the inquiry to be instituted 
into our present fiscal arrangements, 
representatives of the classes who live 
on fixed incomes will be heard, in view 
of the effect on their interests of increases 
in the price of food, or of articles which 
they have been able to purchase hereto- 
fore in the cheapest markets. 


leaving Wexford in time to catch the | 


Kingstown or North Wall steamboat. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECIE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 


Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I do | 


not think that this is a case where the 
Board of Trade could usefully interfere 


with the discretion of the railway com- | 


pany concerned. 


The Fiscal Inquiry. 


Mr. BRAND (Cambridgeshire, Wis- | 


bech): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether in the inquiry | 


which the Government propose to con- | 


-duct into the fiscal arrangements of this 
country, the 
various colonies will be asked to submit 


in detail their views in regard to each of | 


the colonies they represent ; and, if so, 
whether the Government will com- 


municate the replies so received to the, 


House. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend has asked me to reply to this | 
Question, which I need only do by! 
referring to an answer which I gave to | 
a Question couched in_ practically | 
identical terms on the 23rd inst.+ I, 
then pointed out that the Question, 
though no doubt an important one, was 
premature, and that as regards the 





+ See page 268. 





Prime Ministers of the | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only 
repeat what I have said before. I have 
no information to give the House on 
these subjects, and I do not think they 
are proper subjects for cross-examination 
across the floor of the House. 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 

| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
‘the First Lord of the Treasury is he 
aware that the Permanent Sugar Com- 
mission has decided that the Austro- 
Hungarian Contingent Law is not in 
accordance with the Sugar Convention, 
and that a scale of countervailing duties 
shall be applied by the Signatory Powers 
to sugar from the United States, and 
that this decision has been published in 
a semi-official newspaper in Brussels, as 
well as in the European Press generally ; 
can he state what are the countervailing 
duties.against sugars from the United 
|States which, in the exercise of its 
|powers under Article VII, the Per- 
| manent Commission has required Great 
| Britain to impose ; and do His Majesty’s 
‘Government propose to impose these 
countervailing duties on sugars from the 
| United States, or to prohibit altogether 
| the importation of such sugars. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The time has 
arrived when the findings of the Com- 
mission should be communicated to His 
Majesty’s Government fully, and they 
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will be received shortly. The Report is 
accurate so far as the Austro-Hungarian 
Contingent Law is concerned. The re- 


mainder of the Report appears to be 


unfounded. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That is in 


‘regard to the United States? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is there 
any intention to proceed with the Bill 
before the information is circulated 1 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at 
all convinced that the information 
desired is relevant to the Second Read- 
ing or the discussion. That we shall be 
anxious to give all the information we 
can to the House I need not say. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 1 beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury is he 
aware that Article VIL. of the Brussels 
Sugar Convention imposes on _ the 
Permanent Commission the duty of 
publishing information of all kinds 
respecting legislation on and statistics of 
sugar, as wellin the contracting States 
as in other States ; has this Commission, 
nevertheless, decided to keep its own 
proceedings and findings secret ; if so, 
will they remain permanently secret ; 
and, if not, when will these proceedings 
and findings, so far as they relate to 
British and colonial sugars, or require 
British action with reference to foreign 
sugars, be communicated to Parliament ; 
and do His Majesty's Government  pro- 
pose only to communicate them so far 
as in each case the Commission may 
permit ; is he aware that the findings 
of the Commission with regard to the 
Austro-Hungarian contingent system 
have been generally published in the 
European Press, with the votes thereon 
of each delegate to the Commission ; 
and will His Majesty’s Government 
consider the expediency of exercising 
through their delegate their influence 
with the Commission to induce it to 
publish its proceedings and findings in 
authoritative form. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer 
to the first Question from my hon. friend 
is in the affirmative. I can best answer 
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Questions two, three, four, and five by 
informing him that it is the duty of the 
Commission to draw up a Report upon 
all the questions submitted to it, and to 
forward that Report to the Belgian 
Government for communication to the 
States interested. As to the sixth Ques- 
tion, lam aware that many unauthor- 
ised statements have been made in the 
Press as to the findings of the Com- 
mission; as to the seventh Question, I 
have to say the decisions of the Com- 
mission will be furnished in due course 
in an authoritative form. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When will 
the findings of the Commission be 
communicated to Parliament so far as 
they affect British and colonial sugars, 
or have reference to British action in 
relation to foreign sugar ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
friend will see, it is impossible to give 
the findings of the Commission until we 
receive official information of their 
character, which will be when the 
Belgian Government communicate them 
to us. When they communicate the 
findings to us I see no reason why they 
should not as soon as possible be laid 
before the House and the country. 


Employment of Children Bill. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when he proposes to take the 
remaining portion of the Report stage 
of the Employment of Children Bill ; and 
whether any notice will be given. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fix a 
date at present. 


Private Members Bills. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will grant facilities 
for the remaining stages of the Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill and 
the Church Discipline Bill ; and whether 
he is now prepared to state what steps, 
if any, he will take to enable private 
Members, who have obtained Second 
Readings for Bills by decisive majorities 
of the House, to carry such Bills through 
their subsequent stages. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member asks me two Questions, and as 
to the first I can only repeat what I 
have often had to say before, and 1 
believe have always said it with the 
general approval of both sides of the 
House, that it is quite impossible, and 
would bring Parliamentary business into 
hopeless confusion, to attempt to give 
special facilities to Bills of a highly con- 
troversial character promoted by private 
Members. That has hardly ever been 
done, and the only case I can remember 
did not conduce to legislation or the 
general interest of House of Commons 
business. The second Question is 
whether the Government contempiate 
any fundamental alteration in the rules 
of the House to give facilities for the 
later stages of private Members’ Bills ; 
and to that I can only say that in my 
judgment the consideration of that 
question cannot begin until such Bills 
are on the same footing with Govern- 
ment Bills. 


Mr. CHANNING: Are we to under- 
stand that the majority have no remedy 


against the organised obstruction of a 
small group of Members ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, the hon. 
Gentleman is not to understand that. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will no remedy be 
given to the majority of the House 
against the organised obstruction of a 
small group of Members ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state the business for Thurs- 
day and Friday ? 


Mr. A. ‘J. BALFOUR: It is pro- 
posed to take Vote 8 of the Navy Esti- 
mates on Thursday, following which 
other Naval Votes will be set down in 
their order. It will not be desirable to 
take the Irish Land Bill on Friday ; 
some smaller measure will be put down 
as first order, as to which_I will give an 
answer to-morrow. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask 
when the Second Readings of the South 
African Loan Billand the Sugar Conven- 
tion will be taken, and whether the 
House will have an opportunity of con- 
sidering the agreements with the 
Morgan Combination and the Cunard 
Shipping Company. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It is impossible 
to make a correct calendar of our pro- 
ceedings, and I am unwilling to make 
any statement, as to business next week, 
at this moment. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 4— 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) moved to 
insert after “ purchase” the words ‘‘ by 
any County or District Council or.” 
This clause, he said, raised very im- 
portant questions—viz., turbary, pas- 
turage, afforestry, and allotments, and 
the object of the Amendment was to 
introduce some element of popular 
control into the dealing of the Land 
Commission with these subjects. It was 
of supreme importance that something 
should be done in an organised way to 
provide for tree planting. He had 
known cases in which landlords, before 
selling their estates to the tenants, had 
cut down all the timber in order to get 
ready cash, and in other cases tenants, 
immediately on buying their holdings, 
had cut down all the ornamental trees. 
The question of tree planting was of 
vital importance, especially on the 
western sea-board. In 1885 a very im- 
portant Committee of that House in- 
quired into the subject of the denuda- 
tion of Irish forests and plantations, 
and the failure to take any steps to 
replace the trees that were cut down. 
Very important evidence was given as 
to the effect produced, by trees on 
climatic conditions, and the cases of 
other countries were cited to show that 
afforestry prevented the wasting ot 
fertile soil. It was pointed out how, 
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and absolutely valueless tracts of country 
had, thanks to tree-planting inspired by 
the first Napoleon, been made most 
prosperous; climatic conditions had been 


altered, and new industries introduced. | 
Why could not Ireland profit by that— 


example? His suggestion was that the 
County or District Councils should take 
this matter in hand. The right hon. 
Gentleman might suggest that those 
hodies already had quite enough work 
on their hands. If so, there were 
plenty of other means by which the 
work could be undertaken. Their ex- 
perience was that when officials were 
appointed by Dublin Castle, their sole 
object was to draw their salaries, and they 
feared that if the Land Commission were 
appointed the trustees they would not 
do the work efficiently. Hence the 
desire to secure the appointment of 
someone in whom the public had con- 
fidence. With regard to the question of 
turbary, it was a well-known fact that 
there were large quantities of peat in Ire 
land which were practically valueless be- 
cause they were not scientifically worked. 
There should be some means of eliciting 
the views of the people with regard to 
dealing with the large blocks of peat 
bogs which, under the operation of this 
Act, were bound to come into the hands 
of the Land Commission. The trustees 
would probably be discarded receivers 
who hung on in the landed interest. 
With regard to the pastures it must be 
remembered that many of the pastur- 
age farms were an economic necessity ; 
some even if cut up would not be suitable 
for tillage purposes, especially those on 
limestone soils, and if these pasturage 
farms were cut up into small holdings 
the small farmers would have nowhere 
to send their young stock. He suggested 
that those pasturage farms which were 
not suitable for tillage should be held by 
the farmers of the district on the co- 
operative principle, each farmer having a 
share of the land equal to the number 
0: cows he possessed. If that were done 
the objections of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite would be got over. 
This clause also gave power to trustees 
to acquire land for the purposes of the 
Labourers Acts. He would givethat power 


to the County or the District Councils. | 
‘They should have a right to go into the | 
VOL. CXXIV. 
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public market and purchase land to be 
devoted to that purpose. He begged to 
move. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
asked on a point of order that only 
a certain portion of the words should be 
put ; so much of the words as “or any 
county” because the other words did 
not appear to be put in the proper place. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the proper 
course would be to move, to strike out 
** District Councils.” 


Mr. CLANCY said that would not suit 
his purpose because he believed in these 
powers being given to the District 
Councils. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said hestill thought 
the proper course for the hon. Member 
for Dublin County was to move to 
strike out those words if he thought 
they ought not to come in there, and 
move to insert them at a later stage. 
He was bound to put the Amendment 
as moved. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 28, after the word ‘ pur- 
chase,’ to insert the words ‘by any County or 
District Council, or.’”—(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover) 
said he was far from saying that the 
suggestions of the hon. Member were 
not worthy of consideration. His answer 
was that tley had been fully considered, 
and after full consideration it was felt 
that, owing to the financial difficulty 
intervening, the Government could not 
bring District Councils into this Bill. 
The very fact that one hon. Member 
desired to, amend the Amendment 
showed how hard it would be to engrait 
on to the Land Purchase Bill a new 
departure in local government for 
Ireland. This clause dealt with advances 
to be made for the purchase of parcels 
of land. If those advances were to be 


,made to County Councils and District 


Councils then, of course, in another part 

of the Bill a clause would have to 

be inserted giving these public 
2E 
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bodies power to borrow. ‘ Trustees” 
would be .sufficient for many of the 
objects the hon. Gentleman had put 
before the Committee as laudable, and 
trustees coming forward would naturally 
be persons who had the confidence of 
the district as being proper persons to 
deal with this matter. One hundred 
tenants might elect to be represented | 
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money to come from? There was 
no advance to be made for t hat 
purpose but only to buy the land to plant 
the trees on. If the trustees did not 
plant the trees would it not be sufficient 
answer for them to say they had no 
money, and there was no fund from which 
they could obtain money with which to 
plant trees. And if there was to be tree 


by six or seven men, and, in that | planting, they must contemplate the time 


case, the financial difficulty would not | 


arise. Those six or seven men might | question was a serious one. 


or might not be members of the District | 
Council but if the District Council was | 
put in by name the financial difficulty 
would arise. 


| property in the trees when planted ? 
-must be in the gentleman who had the 


when there would be tree cutting, and the 
The clause, 
though it mentioned the planting of trees, 
was really a nullity. Who was to have a 
It 


advance for the purpose of buying the 
land. He suggested the insertion, after 


Mr. CLANCY said that under the “Land Commission,” of the words “ in- 


circumstances as the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made up his mind on this 
subject it would only be a waste of time | 
to move his Amendment, or the con- 
sequential Amendments on the Amend- | 
ment. At the same time he might say | 
he was not impressed very much by the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech. He did 
not see where the financial difficulty | 
arose. At present the Rural District 
Councils administered the Labourers Acts 
and the Amendment, so far as that point | 
was concerned, had only the effect of 
giving them power to purchase land for | 
the purposes of the Labourers Acts. Now, 
instead of the Rural District Councils, 
who had the administration of the 
Labourers Acts, getting property for the 
purpose of housing labourers, somebody 
else who did not represent them at all 
would acquire it and thus they would 
have two bodies administering the 
same Acts. He 
how that was to be worked out. All 
that it was desired to do by the Amend- 
ment was to give these Rural District 
Councils power to buy land with the aid 


did not understand | 


of public money. He urged on the Chief | 
Secretary the desirability of considering | 
‘confidence of the district, and they could 


this question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) sug- 
gested that if the right hon. Gentleman 
made “trustees” to include any local 
authority this difficulty would begotover. 
He pointed out that this was also a 
clause for the purchase of a parcel of 
land for the planting of crees. Who was 
to plant them, and where was 


Mr. Wyndham. 


cluding any local authority.” The clause 
would not then shut out any local 
authority. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
thought there ought to be a representative 
of the local authority on any board of 
trustees. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said there was 
nothing to prevent that. No sensible 
body would neglect public opinion in 
such a matter. It was impossible to pro- 
vide against every point that might arise 
in the administration of an Act of the 
nature and size of the measure under dis- 
cussion. The objection to inserting the 
Amendment was that it would mean that 
these local bodies were to be lent money 
by the State and to repay it by rate. 
The Government were not prepared to 
entertain such a proposal. It was no 
doubt a suggestion for which a great deal 
might be said, but it would lead to larger 
questions. He believed the preservation 
of trees could be effected without any of 
the difficulties suggested by the hon. and 
learned Member for North Louth, The 
trustees would be persons holding the 


get the money to plant the trees by 


entering into an arrangement with the 
Congested Districts Board or the Board of 


Agriculture. On that basis, if money 
was forthcoming from private sources, the 
County Council might find it within its 
power to supplement the fund. If not, let 
there be an Amendment of the Local Govern- 
ment Act later on, giving wider latitude 


the| in the matter of the objects for which 
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money could be spent; but he was not 
prepared to enter upon so large a new 
province at the present st.ge of the Bill 
under discussion. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) sug- 
gested that, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man had stated that money for the 
planting of trees might be advanced by 
the Board of Agriculture, the words 
‘‘from the Board of Agriculture”’ should 
be inserted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the new De- 
partment would be a Department of the 
Irish Government, and they would work 
in harmony in the endeavour to effect 
desirable objects, including the planting 
of trees, turbary, and so forth. All this 
clause did was to enable the land on 
which the trees might be planted to be 
acquired by an advance under the Act 
in the name of trustees. That gave 
a platform from which to commence 
operations. 


MaJor JAMESON (Clare, W.) pointed 
out that the words of the Amendment 
practically embraced the intentions of 
the Government as stated by the right 
hon. Gentleman. The insertion of the 
words would not fetter the discretion of 
the Commission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said there was 
nothing to prevent the trustees being 
the District or County Council. 


Mr. CLANCY asked whether one 
body of trustees for the whole of Ireland, 
or for each county, was contemplated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Oh, no! You 
might have a body of trustees for one 
bunch of trees. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) said that powers somewhat 
cognate to those here involved were 
carried out in England by public bodies. 
What had moved the right hon. Gentle- 
man was probably the abuse of turbary 
in some parts of Ireland, and the 
disappearance of forests to the prejudice, 
not of individuals, but of the public at 
large. It seemed to him that these were 
quast public duties, which might properly 
be discharged by public officials. He 
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presumed that the trustees were not to 
be paid; that being so, surely the most 
effective people for the duty were the 
elected representatives of the inhabitants 
of the district. 


Mr. TULLY pointed out that, inas- 
much as the District Councils had power 
to spend money for the purposes of the 
Labourers Act, and the County Council 
were able to spend money on re-afforesta- 
tion, the objections of the Chief Secre- 
tary on those points fell to the ground. 
He hoped the Chief Secretary would 
make a graceful concession in this 
matter. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) said the 
Amendment he desired to move raised 
the whole question of the necessity of 
the provision of labourers’ allotments in 
Ireland. As far back as 1884 a Resolu- 
tion, contending that facilities for secur- 
ing allotments similar to those existing 
in England should obtain in Ireland, 
was supported by representatives of all 
parties and unanimously carried. Noth- 
ing had been done to give effect to that 
Resolution. As to the present Bill, in 
the course of the discussion on the 
Second Reading, leading members of the 
Liberal Party had declared it would be 
unwise to pass the measure without 
some effort being made to meet the 
wishes of the labouring classes in this 
respect. The question was a large one, 
of which the Amendment, inasmuch as 
it dealt only with untenanted land, 
touchedbut the fringe. In many districts, 
if the demand for allotments was to be 
fairly met, provision would have to be 
made for dealing with tenanted land also. 
In England the Local Government Act of 
1894 gave parish councils power to pro- 
vide allotments up to four acres, and the 
reason the power had not been largely 
availed of wasthat in England there were 
many other industries besides agriculture. 
In Ireland, where the only industry 
was agriculture, and, practically, all the 
young men weretrained in that industry 
only, no facilities existed for allotments 
except under the Labourers Acts. The 
provisions of those Acts as regarded the 
labourers in villages and towns had not 
been largely availed of, and the reason 
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for this was the form of procedure which 
had to be adopted, which was very costly, 
tedious and wearisome. In connection 
with this provision for allotments 
at the same time as the house was 
provided, up to the present only 
15,000 houses had _ been erected 
under the Labourers Acts. The 
result of the operation of the Labourers 
Acts meant a charge on the local rate. 
In every case of a house and an allot- 
ment provided there was a charge of 
about £5 upon the ratepayers of t e 
district, and although they could point 
with pride to the fact that throughout 
Leinster and Munster the ratepayers had 
generously and liberally taxed themselves 
to provide houses and allotments for the 
labourers, still their powers were neces- 
sarily restricted by the fact that each 
additional cottage meant a taxation of 
the ratepayers of their district to the 
extent of £5 per house. It was unreason- 
able to hope that the Labourers Acts 
would enable the labourers of Ireland 
generally, who desired allotments and 
who might have fairly decent and com- 
fortable houses, to obtain them in view 
of the costly method of procedure that 
had to be followed, and the heavy 
charge on the local rates which the 
operation of these Acts entailed. Under 
these circumstances they could not 
expect that many District Councils 
would go much further than they had 
done in the direction of providing allot- 
ments. He had gone through the census 
returns for 1901, which divided those 
engaged in agriculture into three heads— 
viz., the number of agricultural labourers, 
indoor farm servants, and_ general 
labourers, the majority of the latter 
being assumed to be agricultural labourers 
although not returned as such. Taking 
these three classes together the total 
number of males engaged in agriculture 
in Munster was 87,375. To show the 
importance of the problem he would com- 
pare the numbers of this class with the 
number of farmers engaged in agricultural 
work. The number of farmers and their 
sons and relatives in Munster numbered 
127,000. Therefore the proportion was 
about three farmers to two agricultural 
labourers. The clause under discussion 
did not propose in any way to deal with 
the demand of this vast body of persons 


engaged in agricultural work, or provide, 


Mr. O’Shee. 
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them with any means of getting a portion 
of the land. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he did not 
think it was necessary to discuss the 
whole of the Labourers Acts upon this 
clause. 


Mr. O’SHEE said if this demand could 
be met under the Labourers Acts he would 
not, of course, be justified in bringing for- 
ward this Amendment. His argument was 
that this demand could not be met under 
the Labourers Acts, and he desired to 
insert a new provision extending the 
same facilities as now existed in England 
to Ireland. Without such a provision 
they could not hope for any great ex- 
tension of the operations of these Acts in 
Ireland, because the ratepayers had 
already taxed themselves very heavily 
indeed for the benefit of the labourers. 
In order to justify his claim that further 
allotments should be provided he had to 
show that under the Labourers Acts they 
could not at present provide sufficien: 
allotments. In Munster the labourers 
were eagerly looking forward to getting 
their share of the untenanted lands. 
The figures he had quoted showed the 
impossibility of hoping that at any time 
the District Councils would be able to 
provide for all those persons under 
the Labourers Acts because the cost 
would be so enormous that local 
taxation could not possibly bear it. He 
did not suggest that in providing these 
allotments any charge was to be made on 
the locality, because in England the policy 
had been to get from the tenant such an 
amount of rent as would repay to the 
parochial authorities the entire cost, and 
if these untenanted lands were to be 
vested in trustees to provide allotments for 
the labourers, there was no reason what- 
ever why the labourers should not pay a 
rent sufficient to recompense the trustees 
for the capital cost. The figures he would 
quote were very remarkable. He had 
takenout the figures for five counties—viz., 
Londonderry, Antrim, Monaghan, Cavan 
and Down. In Londonderry the labourers 
numbered 9,427 and the _ farmers 
16,064. In Antrim the labourers totalled 
14,000 as against 20,000; in Monaghan 
there were 4,400 labourers and 15,000 
farmers ; and, taking the five counties 
together, the labourers totalled 50,901 
and the farmers 94,000. In five counties 
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in Leinster persons of the labouring | had been going on the population of 
classes numbered 37,742, while persons | Ireland had been dwindling year by year. 
of the farming classes were 47,823.| During the same ten years 400,000 








Speaking generally, the Returns indicated | 
that persons of the labourigg classes were | 
as two inst three of the farming | 
classes. In Ulster the proportion was | 
about 55 per cent. The figures showed | 
that the question of allotments was a large 
one, which, if it was to be met, would 
require extensive provisions which would 
operate widely. He did not mean to 
suggest that° all the persons included in 
these numbers would require an allotment 
of land, but assuming that one out of four 
demanded an allotment the question 
would be a very large one. In this 
matter Irish public opinion was un- 
animous. The experience of England, 
with reference to the allotments system, 
was one to which they could point as 
justifying the contention that the giving 
of an allotment of land to a labourer 
always meant increased comfort to him. 
It meant an incentive to thrift which he 
otherwise had not. There were several 
reasons why, at the present time, it was 
desirable that the demand of the labourers 
of Ireland for allotments should be satis- 
fied. They had looked forward anxiously 
to this Bill which was to settle the farmers 
of Ireland as owners of the land they 
occupied. They had also looked forward 
to it as a means of obtaining for them- 
selves some aid in seasons when they 
could not obtain work and were unable 
to earn wages. In the County of Cork 
the figures were very remarkable. The 
number of persons in the labouring 
classes was 31,000, and in the farming 
classes 38,000. In Waterford the figures | 
were even more remarkable. There the 
number in the labouring classes was 
7,437, and in the farming classes 7,443. 
In Wexford the numbers were, labouring 
classes 11,700, and farming classes 12,700. | 
In the County of Waterford the persons 
included in the labouring classes engaged 
in agriculture under thirty years of age 
were according, to the last census returns, 


rsons, in round numbers, had left 
reland and gone to other countries to 
seek a means of subsistence. 


*Sirk JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) rose to a point of order, and 
asked whether these figures were relevant 
to the Amendment. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said they seemed 

to him to be a great deal beyond the 
scope of the Amendment, which was 
limited in character. The hon. Member 
seemed to think that he could build 
some elaborate superstructure upon these 
figures which would be relevant. He 
thought the hon. Member might com- 
press into a short space that part which 
was really relevant to this Amendment. 


Mr. O’SHEE said he would endeavour 
to comply with that ruling. He did not 
think the hon. and gallant Member for 
Great Yarmouth had given that amount 
of attention to the problem of the 
labourer which it deserved. He con- 
tended that the emigration from Ireland 
during the past ten years was largely due 
to the diminution in the area of tilled 
land. Another justification for the 
Amendment was that farmers throughout 
the country complained in many places 
that they could not get labourers at the 
time when they were wanted, and that 
those labourers who were in the country 
were not so well skilled in agriculture as 
they used to be. The strong and vigor- 
ous labourers went away in the stream of 
emigration, and those who remained in 
the country were to a large extent men 
suffering from some physica! or mental 
affliction. The demand now put forward 
was accepted by the Convention held in 
Ireland. The assumption of this Bill 
was that the landlords were to give the 


untenanted lands to somebody. The 


3,500 out of a total of 7,743. Unlesssome landlords, therefore, had no concern in 
adequate provision was made whereby | preventing the labourers of Ireland from 
they might be retained in the country a | getting those untenanted lands. This 


great majority of those 3,500 would have | Wa8 4 vital question for the labourers 
to go and seek a livelihood in America or | - ng po 5 ae rene 
elsewhere. The diminution in the area pone Mea ede to one "ia peels 
of cultivated land in Ireland during the | with the earnings he had been 
last ten years was close upon 200,000 | able to accumulate, but when a young 


acres, and while the process of diminution | labourer who had no land went away 
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he never came back. It was only 
reasonable that they should have 
regard for the interests of the young 
man, who under present conditions had 
no tie that bound him to the land of 
his birth and who went away never to 
return. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 3, line 30, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words, ‘for the purpose of providing 
allotmentsof land forlabourersasdefined by the 
Labourers’ (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, as 
amended by this Act, or.’”—(Mr. O’ Shee.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, London- 
derry, N.) said the Amendment was 
really altogether outside the question. 
There were certain powers in the Bill 
regarding the acquisition of land for 
labourers’ allotments. The hon. 
Member wished, as he understood, to 
empower trustees to buy land for the 
 soangpen of allotments which would be 
arger and of a different kind. There 
was, however, no statute in existence at 
present which enabled local authorities 
to do anything of the kind; and if the 
Amendment were passed and the Bill 
retained its present form the provision 
of the hon. Member would remain 
perfectly inoperative. 


Mr. O’SHEE said that when they 
were discussing Clause 2 the Chief 
Secretary referred him to Clause 4. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that he had 
not indicated that Clause 4 was the 
proper place for dealing with the ques- 
tion of labourers’ allotments. In a Bill 
of eighty-five clauses dealing with Irish 
land almost eny question could be raised 
in this way without being out of order. 
Inspeaking the other day and referring to 
Clause 4, he had not intended to indicate 
that this was the proper or possible place 
to amend the Irish Agricultural 
Labourers Acts. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Glare. 
E. said he supposed that they were to 
take it from the Chief Secretary that 
when they came to Part 4. of the Bill, 


Mr. O’Shee. 
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which dealt specifically with the 
labourers, the question raised by his 
hon. friend’of extending the power 
of the local authorities to give in 
certain cases “more than one acre to 
labourers could be discussed. He had a 
great deal of sympathy with what had 
been said by his hon. friend, because he 
believed that the provisions for giving 
allotments to labourers were altogether 
inadequate, and he should like to see the 
subject dealt with in this Bill or in an 
early Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
give a pledge on that point. When 
the labourers’ portion of the Bill was 
reached, it would not be possible if this 
was to be a Land Bill to go in great 
extent and detail into the Labourers Acts. 
They might by so doing miss the 
substance of the Land Bill. It was a 
matter for consideration whether, when 
they reached the labourers’ portions of 
the Bill, it would be worth while to go 
on with them, if hon. Members deemed 
them inadequate, and if hon. Members 
thought that it would prejudice the 
proper consideration of so important a 
question. He had only put this matter 
into the Billin order to help the situa- 
ton of the labourers in Ireland until 
the Government could deal more fully 
with them at another time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
the rignt hon. Gentleman whether he 
was to understand that if there should 
not be an opportunity during the passing 
of the Bill to deal adequately with the 
labourers question, the right hon. 
Gentleman would undertake to deal with 
it soon # 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that, of course, 
he could not undertake to carry another 
Irish Bill this session ; but he expressed 
the opinion that if the Bill was passed 
substantially as it stood now, the ques- 
tion of dealing with the labourers would 
arise, and would be a pressing question. 
If he were Chief Secretary he would try 
to deal with it soon. What he had tried 
to do in this Bill was to ease the situation 
when there was a certain amount of 
untenanted land available which could 
be dealt with. 
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Mr. J. S. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
asked if the right hon. Gentleman would 
guarantee that he would be Chief 
Secretary next year, or that the same 
quantity of land would be available next 
year, and that the labourers would not 
be shut out altogether from a share of that 
land. The right hon. Gentleman had 
given his hon. friend, or some hon. 
Member, distinctly to understand that 
when Clause 4 was reached the question 
of the labourers might be raised. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he appealed to 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford to say whether the course which he 
had proposed was not the most reason- 
able course. He was prepared to put a 
clause on the Paper to shorten and 
simplify the acquisition of land for 
labourers’ allotments, but he wished it to 
be distinctly understood that he was not 
prepared to imperil the Bill, in an 
attempt which he was sure would be 
defeated, to deal with every point which 
could be raised on the labourers ques- 
tion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s position was reasonable to this 
extent, that it was not desirable to | 
discuss these labourers questions twice | 
at different parts of the Bill. It would | 
be better to reserve the discussion until | 
it could be effective. He was not ex- | 
poe any opinion as to the desira- 

ility, at this stage, at anyrate, of 
dropping the labourers question out of 
the Bill. He thought it would be a great 
misfortune if it were not possible within 
the four corners of the Bill to deal with 
the labourers, and to deal with them in a 
satisfactory way. 


Mr. TULLY said he strongly protested 
against any attempt to drop the labourers 
out of the Bill. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that there 
was a very difficult labourers question 
in Ulster, although the cottage system 
did not largely prevail there. He 
only intervened lest his silence might 
be misunderstood. He was entirely in 
favour of the position of the Chief 
Seeretary. What was the use of wasting 
time on an Amendment which could not 
he effective ? Too much time had already 
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been wasted. He was not prepared to 
waste another moment when the Chief 
Secretary said he proposed to introduce 
another clause. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he agreed 

with what had fallen from the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford. It 
would be a great mistake to contemplate 
for a moment the possibility of dropping 
the labourers’ case. He did not think 
time had been wasted in the present 
discussion, because it. was necessary to 
'show that there was great feeling in 
‘Ireland as to the necessity of dealing 
| with the labourers’ case. The Chief 
‘Secretary should put down his proposed 
| new clause on the Paper. They ought 
| to endeavour to arrive at a harmonious 
| settlement, as there was practically no 
difference of opinion on the question. 
|The representatives of the landlords were 
'as anxious to have the question settled 
/as the representatives of the tenants, 
_and there was no reason why it should 
require a long, acrimonious discussion. 
He thought it was extremely likely that 
a scheme might be agreed upon, which 
would be unanimously supported, and 
which would pass through the House 
after a brief discussion. 





Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S. 
said he wished to associate himself with the 
protest against the idea that the interests 
of the labourers should be dropped out 
|of the Bill. He realised, however, that 

the labourers question could not be well 
discussed at that stage of the Bill. All 
the representatives of the labourers 
were more or less agreed as to the 
direction which Amendments should 
‘take, and if they were put down and 
discussed on Clause 82 and the subse- 
/quent clauses, there need be no waste 
of time. He felt very strongly that a 
large section of the agricultural popula- 
‘tion in Ireland would hear with the 
| very greatest regret even the hint given 
_ by the Chief Secretary that the labourers 
| question should be dropped. 


| Mr, WYNDHAM said he did not at 
‘all accept the interpretation which was 
| being put upon what he had said. He 
|agreed that they ought to do as much 
as they could in this Bill for the 


labourers, but it would be impossible to 
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deal incidentally with the question, 
and, therefore, it might be well to save 
this Bill and have another Bill devoted 
to the labourers. He took the view 
that the Committee could not discuss 
the labourers question on a clause which 
had nothing to do with the Labourers 
Acts. Let them do what was possible 
in this Bill, and have a second Bill if 
necessary. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said as they were about to have a 
great national settlement in Ireland, he 
wished that the labourers should get an 
allotment of land. When Clause 2, 
with reference to untenanted land was 
under discussion, the question of the 
labourers was brought forward and was 
shelved, the Committee being told that 
it should be raised on Clause 4; now 
apparently it was to be shelved again. 
He wished to point out that they were not 
looking for another Labourers Act; 
they were endeavouring to secure that 
labourers should get a larger allotment 
of untenanted land than they were able 
to get under the present Labourers 
Acts. Every labourer should have at 
least five acres of untenanted land ; and, 
if the new clause of the Chief Secretary 
would provide that, he thought it would 
give very great satisfaction. Any other 
arrangement would not be regarded as 
satisfactory. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Ossory) 
said that one of the greatest difficulties 
which was experienced in ireland in the 
administration of the Labourers Acts 
was that when allotments were pro- 
vided near towns or villages, workers in 
towns entered into competition with 
agricultural labourers for them. It 
would facilitate and expedite the work 
of the Labourers Acts if there were 
proper provision for allotting land 
to artisans and labourers in small 
towns and villages. He spoke in the 
matter from his experience as chairman 
of a large District Council. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
some hon. Members might be inclined to 
blame his hon. friend for raising this 
matter ; but, in his opinion, his hon. friend 
was not only justified but called upon to 
bring the matter forward, having regard 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 








Land Bill. 832 


to the interest he displayed on behalf of 
the labourers. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone seemed to lock at the 
discussion as so much time thrown away ; 
but the discussion manifestly impressed 
the Committee and the Government. He 
believed that 80 per cent. of emigrants 
from Ireland belonged to the labouring 
classes, and something would be done to 
stop that emigration if land were pro- 
vided for labourers. As he understood 
the Amendment, his hon. friend was 
anxious to earmark some of the land 
which might be available for that 
purpose ; and if the right hon. Gentleman 
would bear that in mind when framing his 
new clause it would be of the greatest 
advantage. He could corroborate what 
had been said by his hon. friend for the 
Ossory Division with regard to the allot- 
ment question. There was no power in 
Ireland to provide workers in towns with 
allotments. He asked a few years ago 
whether the Allotments Act of this 
country could not be extended to 
Ireland ; and if something were done in 
that direction it would, to a certain 
extent lessen the competition which at 
present existed. He trusted that the 
clause to be introduced by the right hon. 
Gentleman would be satisfactory ; and 
he would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to bear in mind that the districts where 
labourers most needed land were the very 
districts where the Labourers Acts were 
inoperative, simply because the rate- 
payers were almost as poor as the 
labourers. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he hoped 
that whatever Amendment was moved by 
an Irish Member would have some sense 
and woule carry something with it. 
There was nothing whatever in the 
Amendment now before the Committee 
which was not in the Bill; yet an hour 
had been occupied in discussing a sham 
Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND | said 
that with reference to the sug- 
gestion that the labourers should be 
dropped altogether, he desired to say 
that the question might and ought to be 
dealt with to a certain extent in this 
Bill, but he did not think it was possible 
to deal wholly with it. It was a question 
sufficiently large to be dealt with by itself. 
He thought, however, it was a very 
important thing in the interests of 
' 
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labourers in Ireland that they had now 
got from the Chief Secretary a statement 
—which would not have been got were it 
not for this discussion—that although to 
acertain extent something would be done 
in Part 4 of the Bill to deal with the 
labourers problem, there would yet remain 
a great deal to be done for the labourers 
—so much so that the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself suggested that the question 
should be dealt with in its entirety in a 
Bill specially introduced for that purpose. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said they 
were all aware that to deal properly with 
the labourers question would require a 
complicated and extended Bill. They 
were led, however, to believe that 
something would be done in this Bill 
for the labourers. Hon. Members 
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like himself, who represented labour 
constituencies, were anxious to be in| 
a position to tell the labourers in their | 
constituencies that their case would be, 
considered on a proper opportunity. | 
If the Chief Secretary, after consulta: | 
tion with the leaders of opinion on | 
both sides of the House, would put. 


down a simple and effective clause | 
| 


dealing with the labourers as far -) 


the present Bill was concerned, that 
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fish.” His object, he said. was to 
enable trustees to acquire small portions 
of land for rearing purposes. The 
clause would then read “or the pre- 
servation of game, fish, woods, or 
plantations.” This was a matter of 
great importance to both landlords and 
tenants in Ireland, and the land sought 
to be acquired would not be either 
agricultural land or pasturage. Ile 
begged to move. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked wasit fair, at 
this stage, to raise this question, when 
the hon. and gallant Member had the 
House of Lords to raise it in. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 32, after the word ‘of’ to 
insert the words ‘game, fish.’”—(Sir John 
Colomb.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYN DHAM said, although it was 


| somewhat difficult to follow the Amend- 


ment, he thought he had grasped the 
desire of the hon. Member. This 
clause dealt with the purchase of land, 
and the proposal of the hon. Member 


would remove any doubt that might| was to enable trustees to buy such 





exist in the minds of the laboureis. 


Mr. O’SHEE said he recognised that 
it would be inconvenient to have 
several discussions on the same subject. 


If the present Amendment were carried, | 


it would, of course, be necessary to 
have subsequent Amendments in Clause 
18 providing that legal operation should 
be given to it. As he understood that 
the claim of the labourers to share the 
untenanted lands of Ireland would not 
be in any way jeopardised by the 
withdrawal of the Amendment he 
would ask leave to withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*THE CHAIRMAN 
Amendment which had been handed 
in by the hon. Member for West 
Kerry with reference to school play- 
grounds was outside the scope of the 
present Bill. 


_ *Sir JOHN COLOMB desired to insert, 
in line 32, after the word “of ” “ game, 





| portions as were necessary for hatcheries 
‘and so forth, so that persons might be 
able to get a rood of land for that 

urpose. It might be a desirable thing, 
ut it was a matter which he would 
prefer the Committee to decide. It was 
not advancing money for the preserva- 
tion of game or fish, but to purchase 
land. The whole question of sporting 
rights came up later. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said it 
appeared to him to be rather like a bull 
to talk of fish in connection with pur- 
chasing land, and he did not think they 





said that an | 4 
| bridge) said the Report of the Committee 





should expose themselves to ridicule by 


| aceepting the Amendment. 


Sir ROBERT FITZGERALD (Cam- 


on Salmon Fisheries in Ireland strongly 
advocated the creation of hatcheries on 
every river in Ireland. It was only a 
very small parcel of land that was 
required to form a hatchery, and it 
must be remembered that out of small 
hatcheries great rivers could be stocked. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing) said the object of his Amendment 
was that two-thirds of the tenants on an 
estate should have the same rights as the 
landlord. The tenant right in the land 
was in many instances quite as important 
as that of the landlord. He thought the 
tenants should have a right to set in 
motion the machinery for the sale of an 
estate. He would not labour the point, 
beeause nothing could be 
except by an inquiry into the circum- 
stances of the case. But if it was found 
that the landlord objected to sell because 
he was hanging back for a better price, 
the tenants ought to have a right to have 
the matter decided. Speaking from an 
English agricultural point of view, he 
might say that English agriculturists 
were anxious that this Bill should have 
some degree of finality ; and speaking as 
one whose opinions in opposition to this 
Bill had been greatly modified by 
the concessions which the right hon. 
Gentleman had made, he urged the right 
hon. Gentleman to carry those concessions 
a little further and accept this Amend- 
ment. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 36, after the word ‘ makes,’ 
to insert the words ‘or not less than two-thirds 
of the tenants of an estate make.’ ”—(Mr. 
Mansfield.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it was very 
desirable to enable tenants to make some 
representation as to the state of their 
minds with regard to purchase. Although 
the tenants had no right the Land Judge’s 
Court had always tolerated, under the 
Land Acts, large bodies of tenants coming 
forward and making applications, and 
those applications had a most salutary 
effect on the landlords and encumbrancers. 
This Bill gave no such opportunity as 
was given by the Land Court for tenants 
generally to stir up owners. In many 
cases it was to the interest of men inter- 
ested in the management of the estates of 
absentee landlords to prevent the sale of 
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an estate. If this aetinic process which 
was suggested by the Amendment were 
allowed he thought it would have a very 
salutary effect. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said it was im- 
ible to accept the Amendment. 

t would change the whole character of 
the Bill, and make it a compulsory 
instead of a voluntary Bill, unless the 
Land Commissioners embarked in an 
absolutely useless inquiry. There were 
two systems of land purchase under the 
Bill, the first being where the landlord 
first agreed with his tenants and then 





gained | 


came to the Court, and the other system 
under which he dealt with the Court 
idirect. And it seemed to him to be 
| absolutely useless for the I.and Court to 
make an inquiry unless they knew the 
landlord was willing to sell. 


Mr. 1ULLY said he thought the 
Amendment was a most important one. 
As the clause stood at present, a landlord 
could go without his tenants knowing a 
thing about it, and sell direct to the 
Land Commission. 


Mr. ATKINSON, said if the hon. 
Gentleman looked at the section he would 
find that three-fourths of the tenants 
must agree before the landlord could sell. 


Mr. TULLY said that he wished to 
give the tenants an opportunity to apply 
for the sale. When the landlords were 
getting such princely terms it was only 
right that the tenants should have such 
an opportunity. Why should all the 
compulsion be against the tenants? In 
addition to getting thirty-two years pur- 
chase from the tenants,the landlords were 
to get a bonus, which meant that Lord 
de Freyne would get a present of 
£40,000 for holding out against his 
tenants. Another serious matter was 
that if a landlord applied to the Land 
Commission to have his estate sold, his 
tenants would be deprived of the right 
of going into Court to havea fair rent 
fixed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped hon. 
Members would have more sense than 
to embark on an utterly impracticable dis- 
cussion such as that to which they were 
now invited. They all had their own 





views on compulsory purchase, and if 
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it could have been secured many would | he agreed with the hon. Member for 
have preferred it to the present Bill. | Waterford in the suggestion that they 
But anything more unbusinesslike or | should make progress with the Bill, he 
absurd than to attempt at the present | would suggest that the hon. Member also 
stage to interpose a discussion on the | should take care that some of his own 
merits of compulsory purchase he could | friends did. not occupy time by the hour 


not imagine. | pressing points which were already in 
| the Bill. 
Mr. TULLY said all he proposed todo | 
was to give the tenants an option. | Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the Com- | Mr. DILLON moved to insert after the 
mittee were approaching Amendments | word “inquiry” the words “as to the 
which raised questions of great import-| prices which tenants are prepared to pay 
ance, including that of the evicted | for their holdings and such other matters 
tenants. He hoped, therefore, the dis-|as they deem necessary.” His object 
cussion on other matters would not be | in proposing the Amendment was to give 
prolonged. the Government an opportunity of 
explaining to the Committee the nature 
| of the inquiry. 
Mr. TULLY, in moving to insert the) Amendment proposed— 
word “ compulsory ” belore © sale,” said | « In page 3, line 40, after the word ‘ inquiry’ 
he had often heard the hon. Member for | to insert the words ‘as to the prices which 
Waterford make the rafters ring with | tenants are prepared to pay for their holdings, 
his demand for compulsory sale, and he | and such other matters as they deem 
ought — turn round and say it was | necessary.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
absurd and lacking in common-sense to . “r 
raise the ery now. The members of the |}, — on That those words 
Dunraven Conference made a bad bar-| °° ““°T® "Served. 


_ for y ac age one of the jvorst) Mr. WYNDHAM said that this clause 
eatures being the surrender of t ©\ dealt with the relations between the 


— of om, annie sale. If the | Estates Commissioners and the would-be 
— . ean oy eee 'vendor, and then went on to deal with 
+ Saneree & Oey could Aave their relations with the would-be pur- 
been secured. e had no desire to 


P “ chaser. It was enacted that there could 
occupy time unnecessarily, and therefore |}. 1, bargain unless three-fourths of the 
would formally move his Amendment. | tanants agreed; it followed that the 


Estates Commissioners, in approaching 
<i iti Nee: Mk Alon hip thie uel the landlord, must be assured that three- 
‘the’ to insert the word ‘ compulsory.’ ”—(Mr. fourths of the tenants were willing to 
Tully.) buy on certain terms. But whether it 
| would be wise for the Commissioners to 

Question proposed, “That the word carry on the discussion with the land- 
‘compulsory ’ be there inserted.” lord up to a certain point and then go 
| to the tenant, or vice versi, was a matter 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that while he | which must be left to the discretion of 
sympathised with his hon. friend he the parties concerned. It was certain 
thought it was not in the interests of that no sale could take place unless 
business that Members should propose three fourths of the tenants, without any 
Amendments which had no chance of | pressure whatever, were agreed. It was 
being uccepted, or Amendments which | impossible to lay down in an Act of 
were essentially ‘“‘shams.” He had been’ Parliament all the steps de die in diem 
appalled to see an hon. Member come! which the parties to such a transaction 
down, armed with a long manuscript, | were to take and the order in which they 
and move an Amendment which were to be taken. All that preliminary 
occupied nearly an hour in discussion. | reconnoitring must take place under any 
Let there be fair play all round. While | voluntary Bill, and it would be futile to 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
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attempt to foresee the conditions of 
every landlord and tenant in Ireland. 
This the Bill, being a voluntary measure, 
did provide—that the landlord should 
not be forced to take less than he was 
prepared to accept, or the tenant to pay 
more than he was willing to give. 


Mr. DILLON said the importance of 
the Amendment lay in the fact that the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to omit 
not only a portion of Sub-section (1) but 
the whole of Sub-section (2) which 
directed the Estates Commissioners, 
before fixing the price, to make some 
inquiry as to what the tenants were 
prepared to give. By omitting Sub- 


section 2, that power given to the Land | 


Commission was gone. By Sub-section 
3 they could not be compelled to buy 


at the prices mentioned, but by omitting | 


Clause 2, the procedure contemplated 
was that the Estates Commissioners 
might fix the price and communicate 
with the landlord without consulting 
the tenants. Therefore the tenants 
might have a _ price fixed against 
them by the Land Commissioners. 
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“estate” in line 40 to insert “including 
any demesne or other land in the 
occupation of the owner.” As he read 
Clause 5, there was considerable doubt 
whether the Land Commission had 
power to purchase any land in the 
occupation of the owner. 





Mr. WYNDHAM pointed out that 
'the word “estate” meant any land 
| which the Estates Commissioners agreed 
to regard as a settled estate. How his 
hon. friend made out that that did not 
| mean the demesne or other land in the 
occupation of the owner he could not 
| understand. 


Mr. BUTCHER said that in the 
previous clauses of this Bill the word 
“estate”? had been used in connection 
with tenanted land only, and he thought 
'a clear distinction should be drawn 
between tenanted land and demesne 
land. They did not desire to have 
litigation, and if he was assured that 
“estate ” included ‘‘ demesne and other 
lands ” he would withdraw his Amend- 
| ment. 


He was aware that the tenants need not | 


buy, but if they did not they would not 
afterwards have a chance of buying at 


all, and that would produce a deadlock. | 


He wished to secure that no right which 
the tenants had under the Bill should 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that was so. 


Mr. BUTCHER said under those 
circumstances he would not move his 
Amendment. 


be lost, and the Estates Commissioners | 


should have an indication that before 


fixing the price they must make some 
inquiry from the tenants. He did not 
think the words he suggested would 
impose any Unreasonable restriction on 
the Estates Commissioners. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL thought there 
was some necessity for a provision like 
that contained in the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the Amend- 
ment he had on the Paper would meet 
the case. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he wished 
tomove an Amendment after the word 


Mr. Wyndham, 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that Sub- 
section 2 of this clause provided that in 
respect of holdings upon which judicial 

reuts had been fixed, the Commissioners 

| were to be guided by the price within 
the zone. They had to find out what 
the tenants wished to give, and if the 
price fell within the zone then that was 
the price. Clause 2 laid down a num- 
_ber of provisions guiding the sale of 
_additional land, and Sub-section 2 was 
| brought in to see that the Land Com- 
/mission should not put up the higher 
competition price upon the assumption 
that all the untenanted land was sold to 
one grazier. In fixing the price they 
must have regard to the conditions of 
Clause 2. He did not think the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for East Mayo 
was at all necessary, because in estimat- 
ing the price they were to be guided by 
the foregoing provisions of the Act. He 
begged to move his Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 40, to leave out from the word 
‘estate,’ to end of sub-section, and insert the 
words ‘ and in estimating the price shall have re- 
gard to the foregoing provisions of this Act in 
respect of advances.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. DILLON said this was a very 
important matter, for it dealt with the 
first clause which specifically controlled 
and directed the action of the Land 
Commission. This was an enormously 
important portion of the Bill, for it was 
the clause under which the whole of the 
machinery would work. Ashe read the 
Bill the provisions of Clause 1 made it a 
sort of covering clause governing all 
proceedings under the Act with regard 
to the price. One sub-section applied 
to cases where a bargain had been made 
already between the tenant and the 
landlord. The Amendment was of great 
importance because it proposed to sub- 
stitutean entirely new method of estimat- 
ing the price for the one that now stood in 
the Bill. The Attorney-General thought 
he had removed their objections com- 
pletely by pointing out that Clause 
3 provided that the tenants were 
safeguarded against all risks because 
before a bargain could be concluded they 
had to be consenting parties to the price. 
He contended that that did not safeguard 
the tenants, and he desired to safeguard 
them in the process of estimating the cost. 
Sub-section 3 only came into operation 
after the price had been estimated and 
communicated to the landlord. It was a 
very poor protection to the tenant, after 
the public department had estimated the 
price and communicated it to the landlord, 
to allow the tenant to say that he would 
not buy. If the tenant did that he would 
not get a chance of buying at all after- 
wards. Consequently Sub-section 3 did 
not meet his objection. What was the 
effect of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment? As the clause originally 
stood Clause 5 provided that— 


_ “The Land Commission may, after due 
inquiry, propose to purchase the estate at a 
price to be estimated as hereinafter mentioned.” 


Sub-section 2 proceeded to lay down, in 
his opinion, very vaguely the ground on 
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which the Land Commission were to lay 
stress in estimating. It provided that—- 


‘*The price of the estate shall be estimated 
on the assump ‘ion that each tenant of a hulding 
thereon will purchase his holding or some other 
designated parcel of land in lieu thereof, for an 
amount for which an advance under the Land 
Purchase Acts can be made, 


How could they assume that unless 
they had asked the tenants what they 
were willing to give? Did the Chief 
Secretary mean that the words “due 
inquiry ” were to be taken to mean that 
before the price was estimated and com- 
municated to the landlord inquiry must 
be made from the tenant ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Certainly. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said there was 
nothing in the Act to indicate it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the words 
“shall have regard to the foregoing pro- 
vision of this Act in respect of advances ” 
covered the object of the hon. Member. 
“* Advances” were sums which might be 
advanced where the landlord and tenant 
agreed to purchase. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not read it 
in that way at all. His proposal was to 
substitute the words “to the price 
which the tenants on the estate are 
willing to give for their holdings.” 
He did not think the words proposed by 
the Chief Secretary gave the Commis- 
sioners guidance as to what the tenants 
were going to pay. The interpretation 
could be put on the words that the Com- 
missioners, where there was no agreed 
price, were to be driven back to the 
zones. The new section gave the Com- 
missioners no guidance because there was 
no agreed price. He had given careful 
study to the words, and he believed there 
was great risk if they stood in the way 
they were put down on the Paper, that 
the Commissioners might be forced to the 
conclusion that the intention was to drive 
them back to Clause 1, and to the con- 
sideration of the zones. This was an 
important question, because the Amend- 
ment proposed by the Chief Secretary 
substituted a totally new method of 
estimating the price. He did not see 
why the words of his Amendment should 
not be inserted in the clause in order to 
maketheintention of the Government quite 
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clear. What he proposed was to insert 
the words which would make the Amend- 
ment read as follows— 

** And in estimating the price shall have 


regard to the price which the tenants on the 
estates are willing to give for their holdings.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“ In line 2, to leave out from the word ‘ fore- 
going’ to the end and to insert the words ‘ price 
which the tenants on the estates are willing to 
give for their holdings.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Amendment.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the words 
which the hon. Member had moved were 
really narrower than his own words, and 
did not carry out what the intention of 
this clause was. He thought the words 
proposed by the hon. Member were mere 
surplusage, and he was not prepared to 
accept them without rather more careful 
consideration. What would be the real 
effect of the words proposed by the hon. 
Member! Did they mean that the 
Estates Commissioners were not to 
form a general view of the value of the 
land sold under the conditions of Clause 2 ? 
It appeared to him that if they accepted 
the Amendment of the hon. Member they 
would impose on three-fourths of the 
tenants definite terms which were not to 
be modified. {An Hon. MEMBER: No.] 
But that was the danger. He thought 
that his own words covered the whole 
intention of the hon. Member, and 
covered the cases under Clause 2, while 
at the same time leaving some latitude 
which there must be if any business was 
to be done. The question of turbary 
would present great difficulty. He did 
not see that any danger would arise from 
adopting the words he had proposed. 
If the hon. Member could find ahy words 
that would not give rise to the danger he 
referred to he would be prepared to con- 
sider them. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that the 
Chief Secretary might consider whether 
he could alter his Amendment to read as 
follows— 

**And in estimating the price shall have 
regard to the foregoing provisions of this Act 
in respect of advances, and any other conditions 
that may be prescribed.” 


It was quite impossible to suppose that 
Mr, Dillon 
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under the words of the clause as they 
stood the Commissioners would not have 
regard tothe price. At the same time 
the suggestion of the hon. Member for 
East Mayo would no doubt be an addi- 
tional safeguard. He took it that as a 
matter of course the Commissioners 
would inquire into the circumstances 
of the price the tenant was willing 
to offer. But it was not unnatural 
that the hon. Member for East Mayo 
should endeavour to obtain some , other 
safeguard. At all events this was a 
matter that might well be considered at 
some later stage of the Bill. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said it seemed to 
him that the whole thing was to be con- 
ducted on the principle of estimate. He 
was not a lawyer, but he was trying to 
imagine what the Estates Commissioners 
would do if the clause were passed as it 
stood. It appeared to him that the whole 
thing might be done without consulting 
a single tenant on the estate. He be- 
lieved things would be brought to a 
deadlock unless the words proposed Ly 
the hon. Member for East Mayo were 
put in. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it would Le 
perfectly impossible for the Land Com- 
mission to fulfil these conditions unless 
they did it in a business-like way. The 
Commission were to make an offer at 
which they proposed to purchase, and 
they were at the same time to see that 
the proposed scheme would involve no 
loss, because there was the provision in 
Section 4, whereby if there was a con- 
templated loss special permission would 
have to be obtained from the Lord 
Lieutenant. How was it conceivable 
that they could do that without having 
ascertained what the tenants were 
willing to give ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Why not put 
in plain words to that effect ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that unless the 
Land Commission ascertained first what 
the tenants were willing to give, they 
would be at the mercy of the tenants, 
and the whole thing would be futile. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that 
more than once within the last few days 
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the right hon. Gentleman had appealed then, having ascertained their views, 
to the Committee not to waste time on fairly offering them the land at the 
points on which there was really sub-| price they were willing to give, and 
stantial agreement. Here was an | coming tothetenants with a price fixed, 
opportunity for him to set a good | because the tenants were then placed in 
example. The right hon. Gentleman the enormously difficult position of 
was apparently in complete agreement | demanding a rebate. The right hon. 
with what the hon. Member for East | Gentleman said that if the Amendment 
Mayo had in view, but said that the | of the hon. Member for East Mayo were 
Amendment of the hon. Member for | adopted the tenants would be masters 
East Mayo was mere surplusage. Surely of the situation; but if the original 
it was a waste of time to go on opposing | Amendment were accepted they would 
what was surplusage. be the slaves of the situation. Again, 
if the right hon. Gentleman’s Amend- 

Mr. WYNDHAM said that although | ment were adopted the danger was that 
he agreed with all that the hon. Member the Land Commission would be driven 
for East Mayo meant and said that he | back to the zones—and he was sure that 
meant, he was afraid that the words of | the Chief Secretary did not intend that. 
the Amendment meant more than the He strongly urged on the right hon. 
lon. Member meant. What he said in | Gentleman that it was not his good in- 
his Amendment, quite shortly and _| tentions that would regulate the inter- 
simply, was, that in getting a prelimin- , pretation of this Bill when it became an 
ary undertaking from the tenants as to | Act. Neither the intention nor the 
the price they were prepared to pay Speeches of Ministers who carried a Bill 
that was in conformity with Clause 1 had any effect on the decision of the 
as it stood. The Land Commission | gentlemen who would interpret the 
must find out from the tenants what Act. He did not want to use language 
they were prepared to pay in respect to approaching controversy ; but they had 
their different categories of holdings. , heard of the subtlety of gentlemen who 
gave judicial interpretations in Ireland, 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, S.) said | andthat if there were means by which the 





| language of an Act of Parliament could be 
thay wae aD agen 6 8 URN the diverted even from the honest purpose 
of the framers of a Billi, that means 
would be found. He saw no reason why 
the Committee should not agree to the 
words of the hon. Member for East 
|Mayo’s Amendment. They could be 


Amendment should mean, and he asked 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he | 


was not prepared to consider words, to } 


be introduced at a later stage, which | 
would carry into effect the object on | 
which all were agreed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was quite) 
ready to accept the object of the Amend- | 
ment of the hon. Member for East | 
Mayo, but he was not prepared to/| 
accept the hon. Member’s words. 


Mr. HEMPHILL asked if the right | 
hon Gentleman would bring up the) 
amended Amendment on the Report | 
Stage. | 
| 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. | 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, | 
Scotland) said he considered this 
Amendment vitally important. He| 
urged on the right hon. Gentleman) 
that there was an enormous difference | 


between first consulting the tenants and | 





‘corrected on the Report stage if the 


right hon. Gentleman found that they 
went beyond what he himself meant. 
The clause, more than any other, left the 
tenants at the merey of the Land Com 
mission ; and he regarded it as most im- 
portant that the right hon. Gentleman 
should adopt some form of words which 
would dissipate any misapprehension. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would sug- 
gest that the end in view might be met 
by the addition of a few words to his 
Amendment, so that it would read ‘and 
in estimating the price shall have regard 
to the foregoing provisions of this Act in 
respect of advances and to the price 
which tenants and other persons are will- 
ing to give for holdings and other portions 
of land comprised in the estate.” He 
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would be prepared to move the Amend- 
ment in that form reserving freedom to 
reconsider the actual words on the 


Report stage. 


Mr. DILLONsaid he recognised that 
the offer of the right hon. Geatleman was 
a very liberal one, and also that the right 
hon. Gentleman reserved the right to 
consider the matter on Report. He would, 
therefore, ask leave to withdraw this 
Amendment. 


Amendment to the Amendment, by 
leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB moved to insert 
in Clause 5, page 4, line 3, after “ thereof ” 
“or in addition thereto” He thought 
the words were necessary. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 3, after the word ‘ thereof * 
to insert the words ‘or in addition to.’ ”’—(Sir 
John Colomb.) 


Question proposed,|“,That‘those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he ventured to 


differ from his hon. and gallant friend. 
He did not think the words proposed 
were necessary. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) said 
the Amendment he now proposed to move 
brought the Committee to the most 
delicate point in connection with the 
settlement of the evicted tenants ques- 
tion, namely, how they were to deal 
with cases in which former holdings of 
evicted tenants had entered into the 
possession of new tenants. The Amend- 
ment touched the sorest point in con- 
nection with the evicted tenants; and 
for that reason he hoped that every hon. 
Member who desired tranquillity in 
Ireland would give the proposal a most 
careful and sympathetic consideration. 
He was sure he would not appeal in 
vain to men who had fought conscien- 
tiously on both sides during a long war 
extending over something like twenty- 
five years; and he trusted that all 
language of acrimony would be avoided, 
as he would endeavour to avoid it him- 
self, and that hon. Members would give 
all their good sense and good feeling 


Mr. Wyndham 
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to try if they could to eliminate 
one of the bitterest of all out- 
standing difficulties in Irish life at 
the present moment. The proposal 
which he would submit dealt really with 
an excessively small matter; but it was 
like a very small wound which might 
develop into a very dangerous one if 
left to mortify. He need not tell any 
Member of the Committee who knew 
Ireland how the Irish heart clung to the 
notion of the old home; and he quite 
concurred with his hon. friend the 
Member for East Mayo, that wherever it 
was possible to restore the evicted 
tenants to their old homes they would 
by doing that be doing more than could 
be accomplished by any other possible 
means to lay the foundations of peace, 
goodwill, and contentment in Ireland. 
He did not propose any hostile action, or 
any compulsory action whatever against 
the new occupiers. They accepted the 
position laid down by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh the other night, that whatever 
was to be done was to be done by friendly 
arrangement and inducement. All that 
the Amendment purported to do was 
that wherever an estate was sold, and 
wherever the Commissioners found that 
there were feuds of this kind existing, 
that they should have the power of 
acting as mediators, and in a friendly 
way composing without any compulsion 
or injustice these feuds which, if left 
unsettled, would keep the entire com 
munity in a stateofferment. Clause 11 
as it stood gave the Commissioners some 
such power as he now proposed. But 
his hon. friends and himself could no 
afford to have any possible doubt on the 
subject. Undoubtedly Clause 11 gave 
very wide powers as to estates vested ii 
the Commissioners ; but they knew fron: 
bitter experience what the Irish Law 
Courts could do in the way of whittling 
down powers of this kind unless they 
were most expressly laid down. In any 
case, Clause 11 dealt with land vested 
in the Estates Commissioners ; and even 
if it did give the necessary power with 
reference to purchase, it would not pro- 
vide any remedy whatever in the case of 
a direct transaction between landlord 
and tenant. He proposed to give similar 
power to the Commissioners in the case 
of an estate sold by direct negotiation 
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between laridlord and _ tenant. 
did not  prejudge 
to whether Clause 11, with certain 
alterations, might not give the necessary 
powers ; but he submitted that no hon. 


Member ought to have any objection to | 
these powers, being fully and definitely 
given ; and no one could have any real 
interest in keeping this sore open. 


He quite understood it was a point of 
honour with landlords not to abandon the 
menwho enabled them to carry on the war. 
He could quite sympathise with that 
feeling. On the other hand, on their own 
side the notion of any terms or truce with 
men who were known as grabbers was so 
hateful, that when they proposed to enter 
into a friendly bargain with them they 
were -running a considerable risk of un- 
popularity and misconception. They had 
ran an abundance of risks of that kind 
already, in order to bring about a settle- 
ment which they believed would involve 
the happiness and contentment of the 
irish people ; and they had not the least 
fear that the result would justify them in 
this matter, as it had justified them in 
other matters. He went further, and 
said that they were not prepared to stand 
upon the exact limits of compensation 
that were indicated in the Amendment, 
but were quite willing to leave the Estates 
Commissioners perfectly free to exercise 
their own discretion and good sense in 
any case where they saw an opportunity 
of delivering the community from this 
most dangerous of all sources of heart- 
burning and disturbance in Ireland. The 


Committee would have to deal with two | 


classes of new occupiers in connection 
with this clause. One class, which was 
extremely small, was what he might call 


without offence the political planters on | 


the Plan of Campaign estates. The other 
class was more numerous, but it would 


he easy to strike up a bargain with them. | 


There were isolated cases all over the 
country where derelict farms had been 
taken for mere temporary accommodation 


by shopkeepers and others who were not | 


farmers, and who had no intention of be- 
coming farmers. 
planters on the Plan of Campaign estates, 
he did not believe that they numbered 
more than thirty or forty ; and he believed 
no hon. Gentleman opposite would quarrel 
with the statement that they were planted 
more with a view to fighting than to agri- 
culture. Mr. Trench, a famous land 
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He | agent, used to say that when he went to 
the question as 


Ulster to find planters for the Lugga- 
/curran Estate he found plenty of men 
| with capital and no courage, and also 
| plenty of men with courage but no capital. 
He had a great deal of sympathy with 
fighting men on whatever side they 
fought ; and he recognised that some of 
these new occupiers had substantial 
interests in their holdings, and that it 
was possible that they might elect to re- 
/main in them. In such cases there was 
nothing more to be said ; but as to the 
greater number of the new occupiers 
he believed that a friendly hint 
from the landlord and the judicial 
interposition of the Estates Commis- 
sioners would solve the whole difficulty. 
There were cases in which more than 
half the holdings were under £10 valua- 
tion, and from which the tenants were 
evicted not for joining any political 
combination, but because of poverty, of 
arrears of rent, and the failure of the 
Land Acts. That was the most numerous 
class of evicted tenants ; and there should 
be no difficulty in dealing with the new 
occupiers in such cases. They might 
safely trust to the new spirit of goodwill, 
hopefulness, and buoyancy to bring about 
a friendly settlement in all such cases 
without any friction or expense what- 
ever. The process would, however, be 
greatly accelerated if this Amendment 
/were carried; and if the Estates Com- 
missioners had power to intervene in 
a friendly way whenever they found 
it desirable. 


As to the amount of money 
'that would be involved, it was so 
insignificant a part of a huge trans- 
action that he did not anticipate that 
either the Government or any hon. 
Member would offer any objection to it. 
The Act would provide the reserve fund 
which would furnish the Estates Com- 
_missioners with ample means to Lring 
‘about this settlement. ‘The tenants’ 
representatives had not been churlish 
in dealing with the men who had 
'suffered among the landlords, and he 
hoped and believed no leader of hon. 
‘Gentlemen opposite would raise any 
| objection to this Amendment. The 
| Land Conference unanimously declared 
\that the settlement of this question - 
‘equitably was indispensable to the 
| success of this Bill, and what more equit- 
able basis could there be than this. The 
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right hon. Gentleman had already shown 
that he fully realised the importance of 
this question as a means of getting the 
goodwill which would have to be the 
great driving force of this measure. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 4, line 18, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘(4) Where the Estates Commissioners 
purchase an estate under the provisions of this 
Act, or where the landlord is selling his estate to 
the tenants or former tenants thereof under 
the Land Purchase Acts, and there are upon 
such estate tenants in occupation of holdings 
from which other tenants were evicted within 
twenty-five years before the passing of this 
Act, it shall be lawful for the said Estates 


Commissioners to arrange for the surrender to | 


them or to the landlord, as the case may be, of 
such holdings by the tenants in occupation 
thereof, on such terms as may be agreed upon, 
including the transfer of such tenants to other 


holdings or the payment of such sums of money , 


as compensation for such surrenders as they 
may think fit, not exceeding in any one case 
twice the amount of the annual rent payable by 
each such tenant. And, upon such surrender 
as aforesaid being made, it shall be lawful for 
the said Estates Commissioners to reinstate in 
their holdings the former tenants thereof, and 
thereupon such former tenants so reinstated 
shall have the same rights under the Land 


Purchase Acts as they would have had if they | 


had never been evicted from such holdings.’ ” 
—(Mr. William O’ Brien.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON_ (Armagh, 
N.) said the hon. Member for Cork had 
asked that his Amendment should be 
considered in a careful and sympathetic 
spirit. He had considered it carefully, 


but he could not say sympathetically. | 


The hon. Member for Cork had made 
very drastic proposals in a very moderate 
speech, but he had carefully avoided 
figures. The proposal was about as wide 
as any he had ever heard proposed in 
the House. It covered every eviction 
that had taken place in Ireland in the 
last twenty-five years. He would like 
to have heard how many thousand 
tenants had been evicted for one cause 
or another in that time. The hon. 
Member could not seriously propose 
that the tenants who had been turned 
out of their farms absolutely, hope- 
lessly impecunious, and unable to 
work them, should be gathered together 
from all parts of the world and reinstated, 
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‘and cultivated them to advantage were 
to go out. 
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If the Committee desired to 
create in Ireland the most hopeless con- 
fusion the mind of man could conceive, 
they should accept the Amendment. 
'Hon. Members made very mild speeches 
in this House, but they went to Ireland 
jand gave advice in a very different 
tone. What would happen if the Amend- 
ment were accepted would be that when 
‘the Bill was passed a man who held an 
evicted farm would be “ advised ” to give 
up the farm to his predecessor. He 
recollected the time of the Plan of Cam- 
pagin when the advice given had some- 
times a very unpleasant effect on the 
person advised. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is all 
old history. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON : !t was true 
it was old history, but it was history he 
did not wish to see repeated. A leopard 
could not change his spots so easily. 
(Ironical NA1IONALISTcheers). Hewasgiad 
hon. Members agreed with him. Hon. 
Members wished these things to be for- 
gotten, and he was willing to forget them, 
but the acceptance of this Amendment 
would bring to light these things they 
wished to forget. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would reject the clause. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he would 


not allow himself to be drawn by the 


speech of the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite into indulging in 
any kind of recriminations. The right 
| hon. and gallant Gentleman, who could 
hardly be expected to make a speech 
on this question without giving utter- 
ance to irritating remarks, had re- 
strained himself fairly well, but he had 


| made one mistake—viz, that when speak- 
| ing of what had happened during the last 


| twenty-five years, and the strong speeches 
that had been made, he had forgotten that 
whereas then they were trying to make 
war they were now endeavouring to make 
peace. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would not be the man to stand in 
the way of a sincere effort to remove, 
as far as it could be done, all traces of 
the bitter conflict of the past. He 
wished he could impress upon the Chief 
| Secretary an adequate idea of the impor- 
| tance attached to this matter in Ireland. 





and the tenants who occupied the farms | In extent the question was a very 


Mr. William O Brien. 
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small one. The picture which had been{Commissioners for this very work. 
drawn of all the evicted tenants of the| Could it be contended that the un- 
last twenty-five years rushing from the | fortunate evicted tenants were to be 


ends of the earth to regain their old | 
homes was absurd. The real object of | 
the Amendment was to enable tenants | 
to be restored to their homes in cases | 
where the new tenants were willing to_ 
give up the farms and make other 
arrangements, and that power for) 
that purpose should be placed in the 
hands of the Commission. There was) 
no intention to put into the Bill any | 
provision by which pressure, direct or. 
indirect, could be brought to bear upon | 
existing tenants. The number of these | 
new tenants who were real bon Side | 
agriculturists, working their farms as 
ordinary farmers, was comparatively 
few; and if they desired to continue in 
their holdings he would not give his 


to get them out. That was as things 
were now. In the last twenty-five years 
they had tried compulsion, and failed 
in these cases. But this Amendment 
was proposed to deal not with these | 
cases but with the others, which for | 
the most part concerned men who were | 
not agriculturists at all, but who had | 
been put into the farms to carry on the’ 
war on the part of the landlords, and | 
had probably never been happy or) 
comfortable in their surroundings. The’ 
Amendment asked that in these cases | 
the Estates Commissioners should have | 
power to bring out the existing tenants | 
tor the purpose of putting others in| 
their places. Was that a revolutionary 
or improper provision? It would be 
an absolutely voluntary proceeding, as 
nothing could be done without the 
consent of the tenant ; and if it was true, 
as he understood it was, that the Con- 
gested Districts Board already possessed 
a similar power, it would be ridiculous 
to deny it to this new Commission. The 
Amendment asked also that the Estates 
Commissioners should have power in 
these cases, as they had in the case of 
all new tenants under the Bill, to spend 
money for the purpose of rebuilding, 
restocking, and giving the men a fresh 
start in life. The necessary money was 
already in the Bill, as it was provided 
that what was called the ‘‘ reserve fund,” 
amounting to £240,000 or £250,000, 
should be placed at the disposal of the 











excluded from that provision? They 
must be dealt with in the same way as 
other tenants, and he would be greatly 
astonished if the Chief Secretary was not 
forced to take that view. If the right 
hon. Gentleman went so far, all that 
remained was that the Estates Commis- 
sioners should have the power to buy 
out existing tenants in order to put in 
others, and as it was purely a matter of 
voluntary agreement, but one upon 
which so much depended for the pro- 
motion of the good feeling which all 
desired in Ireland, he hoped the Chief 
Secretary would favou~ably consider the 
proposal. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for North Armagh had suggested 
that the Nationalist Members were 
playing a part in this matter, their 
real object being to return to Irelaud 
and rekindle the land war if possible 
That was an unworthy suspicion. Any 
intelligent man who had noted their acts 
and words for months past must know 
that it was impossible for them to 
cherish any such design, unless, indeed, 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
and his ol owers drove them into adopt- 
ing that course. H+ entertained no 
such suspicion of the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman and his friends. He 
frankly admitted that the present posi 
tion would have been utter'y impossible 
had it not been for the conciliatory and 
generous spirit shown by men like Lord 
Dunraven and others. The least the 
Nationalist Members could claim was tha: 
they should be given credit for equal 
sincerity. It was in the interests oi: 
peace, and of peace alone, they pressed 
this Amendment, which he hoped the 
Qhief Secretary would dea with in a 
spirit very different from that of the 
speech of the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh, 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB sincerely wished 
this question had been left untouched, but 
the matter having been raised he was’ 
anxious not toimpart any heat or rancour 
into the discussion. He credited hon. 
Gentlemen opposite with all sincerity, but 
while they were doubtless anxious that 
2F 2 
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there should be no further land war they | 
could not be regarded as absolutely con- 

trolling the Irish people. They had | 
rivals in every constituency, and they | 
might not be able to carry their wishes | 
into effect. The hon. Member for Water- | 
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ford had used words which seemed to | 


imply that if a man was a good agricul- | 
turist he was all right. | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said his argu- | 
ment was that there were certain classes | 
of these men who would be most anxious | 
to give up their holdings, while others | 
would not. Why should those who! 
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At this point, Mr. WYNDHAM moved 
to the end of the Treasury bench and 
whispered an observation to Sir John 
Colomb. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB, resuming his 
remarks, said the Chief Secretary did 
not agree with him, but that was his 
view, and he had felt it his duty to state 
it. He had restrained himself in deal- 
ing with this question and had tried to 
deal with a great and a really grave 
subject with moderation, with reason, 
and with quietness. He should listen 
with great interest to what the Chief 


were willing to give them up be pre-| Secretary had to say. 
vented from doing so ? | 
| Mr. WYNDHAM said that perhaps 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that hon. | he ought to intervene in the debate at 
Members opposite claimed the evicted | this moment. He should like from the 
tenants as the wounded in the war/ first to takethe whole Committee into 
because they took a certain line politi-| his confidence as to what was the 
cally. Those tenants allowed themselves | bearing of the observation he had ven- 
to be evicted not because their rents|tured to make to his hon. and gallant 
were unfuir but because they thought friend Otherwise they might be 
it was good for the national cause. | mystified, and the hon. Member for 
He was not going to be drawn into) South Molton might go so far as to say 
saying anything that would produce | tha: it was not fa’r to restrain his hon. 
heat, but he claimed that if compensa-| and gallant friend from showing, what 
tion was given to the wounded it should | the British taxpayer might not be aware 
be given to the wounded on both sides. | of, what was a real danger to him. The 
What about the shopkeepers and other | reason why he interrupted his hon. and 
my who had been ruined in this | gallant friend was this, that any money 
and war, and who were neither land-| used under Clause 11, whether for this 
lords nor tenants? He thought the or for any other purpose, was not only 
best course to pursue would be to con-| Irish money, but, to the extent of 
sider this war closed and let each side | £250,000, was money which had been 


bury its own dead and cure its own | 
wounded. The proposition which had | 
been put forward was one which the 
Government ought not to accept. It 
had been said that the British taxpayer 
had nothing to do with this question, 
but it appeared to him that he had a 
great deal to do with it. They must 
remember the broad fact that the 
British taxpayer was practically going 
to be the landlord in the future, and 
the British taxpayers would ask why 
these extra facilities should be given to 
put on to farms the men who, for 
political purposes, had allowed themselves 
to be evicted. There was a body of 
opinion in the House of Commons 
which regarded this Bill with appre- 





hension. 
Sir John Colomb. 


earned by land purchase in Ireland in 
excess of all that was required to pay 
interest on the Sinking Fund. There- 
fore the hon. Member for South 
Molton should not begrudge them this 
nest egg, which belonged to Ireland. 
What they were to do with it, and 
whether they could use it beneficially 
without breaking it or spilling its 
contents on the floor, was another 
matter; but that it belonged to Ireland 
and to land purchase in Ireland was 
beyond dispute. His hon. and gallant 
friend had said that he had exercised 
great restraint in speaking on this 
subject. He thought he had, and he 
himself rose with trepidation. _It was 
almost impossible to discuss the question 
of the evicted tenants without finding 
surging memories rising up in one’s mind. 
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Upon this subject they were carried back 
to the Act of 1891. It might be remem- | 
bered that in vhe year 1891, just after 
the Plan of Campaign, when his right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House had been 
throwing a good deal of spirit and enter- 
prise into his Irish Government, this 
House by a large majority put a clause 
into the Land Bill which opened the door 
for a period of six months, so that there 
could be no objection now to the principle 
of 1891 in regard to a temporary 
chance of a settlement. Since 1891 
a certain number of men had occupied 
those holdings, and, therefore, although 
the occasion was a more favourable 
one now owing to the lapse of time 
and to the efforts of both sides signing the , 
Conference Report, there were now persons 
occupying those farms from which others 
had been evicted. The hon. and learned 
member for Waterford had said more 
than once that he and his party had 
no intention of touching again that part of 
the question themselves or, so far as they 
could, of permitting it to be touched by 
compulsion, direct or indirect, that illegiti- 
mately-—there could be no legitimate 
pressure—by any form of pressure at all, 
no man who owned a holding in Ireland 
which was once occupied by another was 
to be led to leave that holding if he 
desired to remain on it. That was what 
the hon. and learned Member said, and 
he accepted his word. 


It might be said that the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford could 
not govern the future, but how high 
had he put up the standard at this 
moment? How high was it put up 
in 1894? In the year 1894 his right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister and himself 
were resisting a Bill brought in by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose Burghs dealing with this 
question, and they resisted it to the best 
of their power. “What was the tenor of 
their remarks upon that occasion? He' 
would not quote what he himself said, but 
he would quote the remarks of the Prime 
Minister. His right hon. friend, after 
rehearsing some of the bitter memories of 
the past, which they did not wish to 
allude to that day, said— 

‘* But no hope is held out to us by those in 
whose hands rests the decision of the question. 
They tell us in plain terms that when it suits 
them they will use the old methods for the old | 
objects ; and, in face of declarations of that | 
kind, I confess that this House will be obliged 
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to pause before it uses public funds and public 

legislation for the purpose of succouring the 

wounded soldiers in this species of civil war.” 
The Prime Minister went on to say— 


“Tf that section or party would hold out to 
us any hope that we have seen an end of these 
things, and that we need never look for a 
repetition of them in future, I for one would not 
look too closely either into the amount of 
money which we are asked to vote or into the 
merits of those who are to receive it.” 
(NATIONALIST Cheers.) Hon. Members 
must not cheer too soon. He admitted 
that that did not dispose of the 
difficulty. It only emphasised the fact 
to which his right hon. friend and other 
hon. Members had borne witness—that 
they did wish to settle this question. 
He took it from the speeches made the 
other night that they all wished to 
settle it and they did not mean to leave it, 
unless they were obliged to do so, out- 
standing from the four corners of the 
Bill. It was difficult to bring this 
question in without using some means 
which might be held to put some form 
of pressure upon the men who had 
taken those farms. It would be his 
duty to see that the form of words used 
in the Bill was not capable of being 
abused in the direction of pressure on 
those men who had taken these farms— 
not by the hon. Member for Waterford 
and his followers, but by persons who 
might disappoint their intentions. He 
thought the hon. Member would agree 
with him that in so difficult a matter— 


'a matter which he found it very 


difficult to handle without disturbing 
the happy conditions that had hitherto 
prevailed—the mere phraseology adopted 
became a matter of importance. They 
were all agreed that there must be no 
compulsion but that, on the other hand, 
they wanted to settle the evicted 
tenants question. 


The other night he laid down three 
principles for dealing with this question. 


‘The first was that there should be no 


compulsion ; the second, that they must 
give equal treatment to all classes of per- 
sons with whom the Act would deal ; the 
third, that there must be no special] men- 
tion of evicted tenants. It might be a 
question of proper administration, that 
the evicted tenants difficulty was a thing 
to be easily settled in one part of Ireland 
to the satisfaction of all parties, including 
the landlords ; while in another part of 
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that no one would suggest that the first 
and most obvious thing to do was to find 
farms for the evicted tenants. He held, 
therefore, that, while they ought not to 
exclude anything from the Bill which 
might conduce to the settlement of this 
question, they ought not to push into the 
very forefront of the Bill a contentious 
matter in such a form of words as to leave 
posterity to think that they held this to 
be the most vital question of all. It 
might be so not unnaturally in the minds 
of some, but in the minds of others other 
questions were equally vital; and he 
thought the matter must be left to the 
tact and good sense of those who had to 
administer the Bill, and to the absolute 
harmony of conviction prevailing amongst 
all classes in Ireland that the sore ought 
to be healed. In Clause 11 of the Bill, it 
was undoubted that the Commission had 
powers to take steps for benefiting and 
improving an estate. According to the 
interpretation of the Statutes Actthe word 
“estate” carried the plural and meant 
estates generally. The first sub-section of 
Clause 2 was as follows— 


“The Land Commission may, where an 
estate, or untenanted land, is vested in them, 
take such steps and execute, or cause to be 
executed, such works as may appear expedient 
for the benefit or improvement of the estate, 
or untenanted land.” 


In making provisions for improvement 
of estates under the clause the Com- 
missioners were not pinned down 
within the limits of one estate. There 
was under that clause a fund, which 
might be used as a roving fund, of 
£250,000, which was the working capital 
necessary to fructify the financing of 
the sum of £5,000,000. He held that 
they ought not to lay it down that the 
Commissioners should at once turn 
their attention to this question of the 
evicted tenants, and use a large slice of 
this working capital for that purpose ; 
but it was indubitable that under Clause 
11 the working capital might be used 
for the benefit and improvement of a 
congerie of estates on which the 
Estates Commissioners were at work, 
and in many cases it would be the very 
object which everybody would wish to 
carry out. He was convinced that if 
what he now said was accepted on both 
sides within a very short time an 


Mr. Wyndham. feyuy:- + + 
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the labourers’ question, might be so acute , 
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example of peace and harmony given in 
one place would be rapidly followed in 
other parts of Ireland. The basis of 
the whole discussion was that there 
should be no compulsion ; but on the 
other hand he could not disguise from 
the Committee that if these words were 
put in here, drawing such pointed 
attention to a particular class, then 
there would be speeches from this side 
of the House throwing doubt on the 
possibility of the hon. Members for 
Waterford and Cork being able to carry 
out their intention. They would throw 
down an apple of discord. It would be 
better to take the clause as it stood, and 
make no invidious selection, which was 
bound to throw them back into the 
futile controversies of the past. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken in the spirit of a 
statesman. He recognised the delicacy of 
the question and his own great responsi- 
bility. Might he say to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, on the landlords’ side, one or two 
things. The hon. and gallant Member 
for Great Yarmouth said that there were 
wounded soldiers on both sides, but 
had he forgotten that the landlords were 
to get £12,000,000 to bury their dead ? 
That was a good contribution to the 
funeral expenses. Certainly on this side 
of the House they were not so well 
provided. Let him remind hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that, as the hon. Member 
for Cork had truly said, they were open 
to much misrepresentation for proposing 
what was in reality a grabbers’ com- 
pensation clause. Then the Government 
were going to propose by-and-by a land 
agents’ compensation and bailiffs’ com- 
pensation clause, and even the income 
tax collectors were to get some considera- 
tion. Was it unreasonable for the Irish 
Members on their part to claim some- 
thing for the ragged fringes in this 
question, while they were fully willing 
to give those men who had taken the 
farms full compensation, and to provide 
at the same time the possibility of 
reinstating the former occupiers of the 
land? His hon. friend the Member for 
Waterford, had made to-night as remark- 
able a declaration as he had ever heard 
in this House, and the speech of the hon. 
Member for Cork was couched in the 
same tone. He did think that Members 
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on this side of the House, speaking on 
their responsibility for their people, 
regarded their words as good coin in 
Ireland, and would not be gone back on 
by those alleged competitors which an 
hon. Member had said he had in his own 
constituency. Well, he 
no competitor in his own constituency 
except himself. The hon. 
for Waterford had stated that he 
would guarantee to this House, if 
this Amendment were accepted, on 
behalf of his Party and on behalf of his 
organisation, that those who had taken 
farms and were not willing to surrender 
them should be left unmolested in their 
holdings. The hon. and gallant Member 
for Great Yarmouth referred to the 
clause as one which did not cover the 
case of shopkeepers. No doubt he had 
in his mind the Tallow case. The clause 
did cover that case. It applied to the 
case of Mr. O’Keefe, who took a farm, 
and it would enable him to get com- 
pensation if he surrendered, or, upon the 
other hand, the very significant promise 
of the hon. Member for Waterford 
guaranteed to him, if he failed to 
surrender the farm, quiet and peaceable 
possession for the remainder of his days. 
He thought this capitulation—he did not 
use the word offensively but in its strict 
legal meaning—on the part of the hon. 
Members for Cork and Waterford was 
well worthy of being entertained by 
this House. It had been accepted in 
that sense by the Chief Secretary, and 
he thought they had a guarantee in the 
situation created by these declarations, 
and in the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, which made as much for permanent 
peace in the country as the Dunraven 
Treaty itself. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he could | 


add a word or two which might be of 
use to the Committee. Many years ago, 


when the land war was at its height, he | 


took an active part in forming what 
was called the Derelict Land Trust, 
wheh raised thousands of pounds for 


the purpose of planting men on the. 


evicted tenants’ farms. That being so, 
he did not think he ought to remain 
silent altogether on this occasion. The 
first thing he wished to say was that 
that was done as an act cf war. He 
had followed the course of these planters 
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| since. He knew many of them, and 
‘was brought into contact with them 
| personally. Their career had not been 
|@ happy one. They had not achieved 
/any success. As a simple matter of fact, 
_ he believed this question was not a large 
one in the sense the right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh said. 
He thought it was a very small and 
narrow one, and that, with very little 
arrangement and inducement, these men 
would gladly go out of their holdings 
and make room for those who had lost 
them, not from bankruptcy, or thrift- 
lessness, or drunkenness, but only 
because of the land war, and because 
they stood in the front of the firing line. 
Very few of these men had succeeded. 
How could they? He was not very 
sure but that the people to be most 
benefited by this Amendment, and 
who would rejoice most if it were carried, 
were the planters. He thought it right 
to say that because he spoke from 
personal knowledge of many of the 
planters and their circumstances. The 
Committee might take it from him that 
these men were not fixtures as farmers 
were; they were put in as an act of 
war, and they would be glad to go out 
on terms now that peace had been 
proclaimed. It had been said that hon. 
Members opposite were very keen upon 
this question, and some members of 
the Committee had made comments on 
that fact. He would think very much 
worse of hon. Members opposite if they 
were not keenly and desperately in 
earnest in trying to get the best terms 
for these men who had fought with 
them and for them, and who had suffered 
the consequences of the war. 


Mr. DILLON said he had always 
held that this question was one of the 
most vital connected with the Bill, and 
that on its solution would depend in large 
measure the spirit in which this Act 
was administered in Ireland, and the 
attitude of the Irish landlords towards 
| its administration. But, when the right 
hon. Gentleman asked the Irish Members 
|to accept his fair and agreeable words, 
/his assurance that these men would be 
/ humanely and generously dealt with in 
accordance with the agreement of the 
Land Conference, he listened in vain to 
btain from the representatives of the 
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Irish landlords the slightest degree of 
hope that their voice would be raised in| 
the same direction. What was the use | 


of the right hon. Gentleman’s fair, must give them something. 
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were to be sent home to Ireland abso- 
lutely empty-handed in this matter? 
The right hon. and gallant Member 
He had 


and agreeable words if it was stated | thought that the whole of these discus- 


from the benches opposite that ven- | 
geance was still to be the doctrine | 
preached in the administration of this 
Act. He had hoped that the right 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh would have shown a willingness 
to make it possible for them to work for 
peace in Ireland. The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman talked about for- 
getting the past ; but how were they to 
forget the past if the evicted tenants 
were to be treated in the spirit which 
had been shown that night ? 

What 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON: 


spirit ? 


Mr. DILLON said he did not want to 
use strong words; he meant the spirit of 
want of forgiveness, want of generosity, 
and want of any genuine desire for 
peace in Ireland. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON said he had 


already stated in the House that he was 
ready, and he believed that the landlords 
in Ireland were 1eady, as far as_ possible, 
to see the evicted tenants reinstated, so 
long as that did not involve the eviction 
of the present holders. 


Mr. DILLON said that the eviction of 
the present holders had not been de- 
manded by the Nationalist Members. 
Had they made no concession, when 
they retired from the position which the 
whole people of Ireland had taken up in 
saying that these men should be evicted ? 
The right hon. and gallant Member had 
the singular want of taste and judgment 
to say that the Nationalist Members 
might find rivals in their constituencies 
who would make it hot for them. Yes; 
that might be true if the right hon. and 
gallant Member pursucd the policy in 
which he was engaged. Ifthe right hon. | 
and gallant Member wanted them to re. | 
deem the pledge sincerely given by the | 
hon. and Jearned Member for Waterford | 
that these men would be secure from all | 
molestation in the future, then he had | 
taken a very bad way to do it. Did he| 


imagine that the Nationalist Members | 


Mr. Dillon. 


| clusion. 


| of 


sions were to goon on new lines, that 
both sides were desirous of seeking peace 


' by mutual concessions, and above all, 


that both sides were desirous of showing 
and proving that they had no wish to 
inflict injury in respect of what was 
past. What would this concession in- 
volve? That no pressure would be put 
upon any tenant in Ireland who now 
occupied a holding to go out of it. The 
only way in which there could be 
security against pressure was to meet 
them fairly. He supposed that the 
amount of money involved would per- 
haps amount to £100,000. He had 
listened with curiosity and surprise to 
the extreme anxiety displayed -by the 
hon. and gallant Member for Yarmouth 


in behalf of the British taxpayer, when 


it came toa gift of £100,000 to the 
tenants to heal this sore; but there was 
no anxiety on the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman’s part for the British tax- 
payer when it came to giving a bonus of 
£12,000,000- to the Irish landlords, and 
when he was claiming twenty-five years 
purchase for his own estate. He was 
sorry to be obliged to say it, but there 
seemed to be a feeling on the part of 
some hon. Gentlemen opposite to accept 
all the good terms offered to the land- 
lords, and still to retain the base and 
unworthy pleasure of punishing tlie 
evicted tenants. That was not the spirit 
in which the landlords could bring this 
question to a peaceful and happy con- 
In his opinion the landlords 
were making a very great mistake in 
that attitude, even from a money point 
view. Hon. Members opposite 
thought it good policy to hint at this 
particular stage—though it was never 


heard of at an earlier stage—that the 


influence of the Nationalist Members in 
Ireland might disappear, and that other 
great forces might arise which would set 
them aside, and carry on the land war. 
His answer to that was that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were taking the very best 
possible way to make that new fight 
inevitable and formidable. The passage 
of the Bill went smoothly and quietly 
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until some concessions were asked for the 
tenants. Then, forgetting the generous 
terms obtained for themselves, the 
landlords’ representatives immediately 
showed their teeth, and opposed every 
concession to the tenants whatever. He 
put .t to these hon. Members opposite, 
who only appeared to be accessible to the 
pocket argument, did they think that 
such a temper as they had dis- 
played would facilitate the bargains 
which they were to make with the ten- 
ants? It was one of the characteristics 
of the Irish people that they would go a 
long way to make concessions if these 
were carried out in an atmosphere of 
general reconciliation and goodwill ; and 
he believed that in such an atmosphere 
the landlords would get a higher price for 
their land than they would if they gave 
to the tenantry of Ireland, and the 
general public of [reland, the impression 
that they were still animated by bitter- 
ness and a spirit of vengeance. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he wished 
to ask the Chief Seéretary whether he was 
correct in understanding the right hon, 


Gentleman to say that, under Clause 11, 
the Estates Commissioners were to have 
all the powers of the Congested Districts 
Board, and would have the power to use 
money at their disposal for rebuilding 


and restocking any new holdings to be: 


created under the Act. Had the Con- 
gested Districts Board the power to buy 
out the interests of existing tenants in 
order to put the evicted tenants in ; and 
if so, had the Estate Commissioners that 
power under Clause 11% Secondly, he 
wished to know whether the money under 
Clause 11, which was at the disposal of 
the Estate Commissioners, was available 
under the Bill as it stood for the purpose 
of restocking and rebuilding farms, 
such as these eviction farms ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that his answer 
to these two questions was certainiy in 
the affirmative. The use of the powers 
of the Estates Commissioners was to be 


governed by all he had said that night, | 


and the other night. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman would put words in 
the Bill which would make that plain. 
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| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
_ (Hackney, S.) said it was unfortunate 
| that when the proceedings had gone so 
, harmoniously this heat had been generated. 
He thought there had been a distinct 
misunderstanding by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo as to the position of the Irish 
landlords on this occasion. The hon. 
Gentleman had stated that in his opinion 
the Irish landlords were actuated by 
hostility to the evicted tenants. 


Mr. DILLON : The two representatives 
who spoke. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
he understood that the hon. Gentle- 
man had referred to the general body of 
Irish landlords ; and he could assure the 
hon. Gentleman that the Irish land- 
lords, including the two Gentlemen 
pointed at, did not retain the least 
hostility to the evicted tenants. Every 
landlord in Ireland desired that all 
cause of trouble and dispute should be 
buried. Their point was simply that the 
present tenants should not be coerced, 
either indirectly or directly, to give up 
their rights. On the other hand, they 
had no hostility to the evicted tenants, 
and were glad to see them placed in the 
best position consistent with the absence 
of any coercion towards the present 
tenants. Under this Bill various powers 
were given. Money was promised to 
enable these evicted tenants to secure 
other holdings. Power was also given to 
deal with these particular lands ; estates 
might be bought, and tenants’ interests 
might be purchased, and there was 
nothing whatsoever in the bill to prevent 
even the exact scheme drawn up by the 
Amendment from being carried out. 
The only exception, perhaps, was that of 
money. This question could not be 
settled by mere money. But the Bill 
gave ample powers for the shifting of 
tenants. If a tenant was in possession of 
an evicted holding there was nothing to 
prevent his changing his holding. Tie 
whole of these estates were in the hands 
of the Land Commission. They might 
be dealt with as one estate, and it was 
perfectly possible under the Bill to make 
_a shifting arrangement. The Amend- 
ment appeared, to a certain extent, to 
| limit the powers of the Commission rather 
than to extend them. It said, in fact, 
they might not make arrangements with 
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the tenant of an evicted holding, except 
under certain limited terms. That was 
not the way to deal with these tenants. 
The Commissioners had the power to give 
them znother holding, and the evicted 
tenant could be replaced by means of the 
money grant to be given under the Bill. 
It had been admitted that the Chief 
Secretary had sympathetically asserted 
that it was his wish and desire that this 
question should be settled; but it had 
been said by the hon. Member for East 
Mayo that the Irish landlords had not 
delivered themselves in the same sense. 
On behalf of the Irish landlords, however, 
he begged to say that they took exactly 
the same view as that entertained by the 
Chief Secretary; they were just as 
anxious to pour oil on these troubled 
waters. He felt certain that the object 
would be better secured by relying on 
the declarations that hat! been made than 
by inserting in the Bill anything to limit 
rather than increase its powers. He made 
these observations with a view to, and in 
the hope of, securing a spirit of tran- 
quillity in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
the Chief Secretary to state whether, in 
a case where a farm was occupied by a 
new tenant, and the latter was willing to 
go to another farm, or to receive a certain 
sum as compensation for relinquishing his 
holding, the Land Commissioners, if 
they thought it fit an arrangement 
should be made, would have the power 
to make such arrangement under 
Clause 11. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, certainly. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND thought 
the question was very largely met. He 
believed, in spite of what had been said 
to the contrary, that a great majority 
of the landlords would be glad to have 
some arrangement by which new 
tenants of evicted farms would give 
them up and allow the old tenants to 
be reinstated. He had been approached 
by friends of landlords in the county 
ot Clare with regard to bringing about 
a settlement of that nature. In one 
case the new tenant had carried on 
the farm without profit either to 
himself or the landlord, and they were 
extremely anxious for an arrangement 
to be made. A resale was arrived at, 


Mr. Herbert Robertson. 
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the new tenant surrendered the farm 
voluntarily, and the old tenant was 
restored. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co. N.) said all they 
desired wasto include in the four corners 
of the Bill the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenants so far as possible on an equitable 
basis. There could not be the difficulty 
that some hon. Members had tried to 
make out, because he knew of a con- 
siderable number of evicted farms which 
were being worked at the present time 
by the occupants at a loss, and which 
were rented at much lower sums than 
had been paid by the former tenants. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, 
Penrith, in the Chair. | 


Clause 5 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 4, line 18, at the end, to insert the 
words, (4) ‘ Where the Estates Commissioners 
purchase an estate under the provisions of 
this Act, or where the landlord is selling his 
estate to the tenants or former tenants thereof 
under the Land Purchase Acts, and there are 
upon such estate tenants in occupation of 
holdings from which other tenants were evicted 
within twenty-five years before the passing of 
this Act, itshall be lawful for the said Estates 
Commissioners to arrange for the surrender 
to them or to the landlord, as the case may be, 
of such holdings by the tenants in occupation 
thereof, on suc. terms as may be agreed upon, 
including the transfer of such tenants to other 
holdings or the payment of such sums of money 
as compensation for such surrenders as they 
may think fit, not exceeding in any one case 
twice the amount of the annual rent payable 
by each such tenant. And, upon such 
surrender as aforesaid being made, it shall be 
lawful for the said Estates Commissioners to 
reinstate in their holdings the former tenants 
thereof, and thereupon such former tenants so 
reinstated shall have the same rights under 
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the Land Purchase Acts as they would have 
had if they had never been evicted from such 
holdings.’” —( Ur. William O’ Brien.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. FLYNN, continuing his remarks, 
said he thought on this occasion the 
representatives of the landlords might 
have acted more generously. Whatever 
objections the Irish Nationalists had to 
the Bill those objections had nothing to 
do with what the landlords would get 
out of it, andit was disappointing to find 
hon. Gentlemen opposite coming forward 
now and invoking the sacred name of 
the British taxpayer who, in the lan- 
guage of hon. Members, had been for 
many years a by-word and reproach, but 
who, whether they had been right or 
wrong in their action, were entitled to be 
considered. This clause would only 
come into operation when the land- 
lord sold direct to the Land Commission 
and not when he and his tenants 
agreed together. He would not pro- 
long the discussion, because he was 
in hopes that the Government had 
not really said the last word on this 
matter. He hoped that before the discus- 
sion came to an end they would have a 
communication from the Government 
that they were prepared to go somewhat 
further, or, at any rate, to make Clause 
11 more comprehensive. No self-re- 
specting body of public men in Ireland 
would ever consent to the d liberate 
abandonment of the evicted tenants of 
Ireland, who had made those great 
sacrifices for principle, without trying to 
do something to prevent them being a 
by-word and a reproach. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN asked the 
Chief Secretary to consider whether 
before they came to Clause 11 he could 
not introduce some words that would save 
them from the possibility of the failure 
of the object they had so much at heart. 
He also asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he would enlarge the powers of 
the Gommissioners under Clause 11, so 
that those powers should apply to the 
case of direct transactions between land- 
lord and tenant, as well as to cases in 
which the land was vested in the Com- 
missioners, 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said he was quite 
ready in respect of this question and 
other questions which might arise to see 
before Report whether it was possible in 
all cases to deal with estates, which the 
landlord sold to his tenants by private 
arrangement, on all fours with the pro- 
cedure applicable to estates held by the 
Commissioners. He was bound to say, 
however, that there were great practical 
difficulties, particularly when the expen- 
diture of public money was being dealt 
with. That did not preclude an arrange- 
ment being come to on many of these 
questions, because where the employ- 
ment of public funds was proper and 
desirable the simple plan was for the 
landlord to sell that part of his property 
to the Estates Commissioners. He did 
not think that, as far as principle was 
concerned, there was any difference 
between himself and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. As far as the easy ad- 
ministration of the Act was con- 
cerned, there was a good deal between 
them however, but they were in 
far closer agreement than many would 
have supposed. They practically came 
to agreement on the previous Wednesday, 
when he ventured to lay down three 
principles—(1) that it was desirable to 
settle the evicted tenants question—(2) , 
that no pressure in favour of the evicted 
tenants should be put on those holdings 
uow in the occupation of others, and (3) 
that in using the powers of this Bill to 
settle the land question they ought 
not to single out one class for preferential 
treatment to the detriment of another. 
All those principles were accepted 
without dissent. They were affirmed in 
Clause 2, and must be also affirmed in 
Clause 11, and if Clause 11 was not 
perspicuous it must be made so. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attitude towards 
this Amendment was, under difficult 
circumstances, a friendly and satisfactory 
one. No one regretted more than he 
did one or two passages in the rather 
unhappy speech of the right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh, but 
in a matter of this kind he was not 
disposed to magnify differences, and he 
preferred to remember the frank and 
friendly speech of the hon. Member for 
South Hackney. He could not forget 
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also that in this and other critical 
passages of the Bill those who had a 
right to speak for the majority of the 
Irish landlords had not failed to show 
their sympathy. They recognised that 
substantially the object of the Amend- 
ment was gained, and as they did not 
wish to fight for shadows he would ask 
leave to withdraw it; but he ho;ed the 
right hon. Gentleman would devise 
some means that would save him and 
them from the lawyers. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON moved the omission of 
Sub-section (4), which apparently gave 
to the Lord Lieutenant under certain 
circumstances the power to enable the 
Estates Commissioners to buy an estate 
without taking any stepsto inquire what 
price the tenants were able to give. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In pom & ha 19, to leave out Sub-section 
(4).”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the sub 
section would be necessary to the pro- 
per working of the Act. On many 
properties in Ireland there were 
difficulties as to the arrangements for 
access to turbary and other easements, 
which were hard to overcome, and the 
landlord was hung up by quarrels, not 
between himself and his tenantry, but 
between two sections of his tenantry. 
It was to meet such cases that the sub- 
section was intended. But the matter 
was one which could perhaps be better 
discussed on Clause 17. 


Mr. DILLON said the advantage of 
freely discussing these points was shown 
by the fact that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had completely converted him to 


the idea that the Amendment was un- 
necessary. He would therefore ask 
leave to withdraw it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would like 
to point out that they were putting a 
great deal of responsibility on the 


Mr. William OBrien, 
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Estates Commissioners, and they could 
not undertake to give them minute in- 
structions in all these small matters. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. TULLY moved an Amendment 
empowering the Lord Lieutenant, where 
necessary for the preservation of the 
peace, to dispense with the conditions 
as to voluntary sale, and to direct the 
application of the provisions of the Land 
Gouies Act to the purchase of an 
estate. He said that the Amendment 
was to provide for those cases where 
disturbance resulted from variation in the 
conditions of neighbouring tenants. 
He thought it would be very desirable 
for the Lord Lieutenant to have this 
power. The Amendment was suggested 
by hon. Members belonging to the 
Liberal Party, and he regretted that 
some were not present at that moment 
to advocate it. ‘The concessions made by 
the right hon. Gentleman had practically 
wiped out the zone system, and he did 
not believe tenants would purchase 
unless under Schedule prices. In Gal- 
way in 1890 the average price of land 
was fourteen years purchase ; in 1892 it 
was sixteen years purchase, and jin 1894 
it was ten years purchase. In 1896 it 
was eleven years, whereas in 1895 it was 
thirteen years. In Mayo, Roscommon, 
and Sligo the averages had varied from 
six to sixteen years purchase, and it 
certainly would not be fair to compel 
new purchasers to purchase under a 
zone system which would make the 
price equal to thirty-two years purchase 
of second-term rents. It could only 
produce public disturbance. He begged 


to move— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 23, at end, to insert the 
words ‘and the Lord Lieutexant shall, where it 
is necessary for the preservation of the peace, 
dispense with the conditions as to voluntary 
sale, and direct the provisions of the Land 
Clauses Act as shall apply to the purchase 
of an estate by the Land Commission and 
the resale to the tenants where it can _be 
effected without prospect of loss.’”—(Mr. 
Tully.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
see how voluntary purchase could lead 
to disturbance. ‘The Amendment would 
rather defeat its own object of promot- 
ing the peace. All were agreed to give 
the present Bill a trial; and the whole 


of Ireland was united in putting com- | 


pulsion on one side. [Mr. DILLon: 
For the present.] Then why bring 
up this question of compulsion again 


and again when it had no chance of | 


acceptance by any section of the House ? 


Mr. TULLY said he brought it up 
because on the Second Reading he had 


no chance of stating his views on it. | 


He would, however, ask leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON rose to move an 
Amendment to introduce a power of 
compulsion in dealing with these ques- 
tions. He said they were making a 
really serious attempt to deal with the 
problem of re-settlement in the West of 
Ireland, and he thought it would be 
found to be the universal opinion that, 
unless some form of compulsion was 
introduced, it would not be possible to 
settle the question. He had on the 
Paper an Amendment to Clause 72, to 
give compulsory powers to the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 


*THe CHAIRMAN ruled that the 
point could not be discussed at that 


stage, and the Amendment was not ' 


therefore proposed. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4,line 29, to leave out fromthe word 
‘case’ to ‘end of line 30.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. TULLY next moved an Amend- 


ment extending the definition of an 
estate under the clause. He pointed out 


that a large number of small tenants | 


on the fringe of grazing farms were 
absolutely shut out by the definition 
given in the sub-section, and he said he 
was confident that the acceptance of 
his Amendment would give universal 
satisfaction in [reland. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, line 34, to leave out the words 
|‘an estate, and to insert the words 
| ‘any estate in the province of Connaught, 
| and counties of Donegal, Clare, Kerry, and 
| Cork.’ ”—(Mr. Tully.) 
| 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” ‘ 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Gentleman could not have considered 
the matter very carefully. The Amend- 
ment would not effect the object which 
he had in view, and he cught to re- 
member that congestion was sporadic. 


Question put and agreed to.” 


Mr. MURPHY pointed out that 
_acecording to Subsection 4 of Clause 1, 
| congested estates were excluded from 
the zones, and he thought it very 
necessary to add the words, “ or part of 
an estate situated ina congested districts 
county.” This Amendment would cover 
such cases as that of the Kenmare 
estate in the County of Kerry, the 
congested portion of which would be 
shut out by the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman. He wanted to protect 
the tenants of the bad part of that 
estate. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 38, at end to insert the 
words ‘or part of an estate situated in a con- 
gested districts county.’ ” 


Question proposed, ‘That those 


words be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM pointed out that 
the scheduling of congested districts was 
somewhat accidental and arbitrary, and 
‘it was notorious that in uncongested 
districts they might have a worse state of 
affairs than in congested districts. The 
Government came forward with this 
plan for defining congestion wherever it 
| existed, and congestion so defined was 
outside any provision other than that it 
might be bought, while in order to carry 
out the improvements which might be 
| necessary to improve the state of affairs, 
public money to the extent of 10 per 
cent. on the aggregate transactions might 


| be expended. 
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Mr. DILLON agreed that the definition 
ought to extend to all congestion, but the 
original definition of a congested district 
was preposterous. He had an Amend- 
ment lower on the Paper which he 
thought was of great importance ; perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
that ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Amendment 
of the hon, Member is already in the 
Bill. 


Mr. DILLON doubted whether that 
was so, but it would be more convenient 
to explain the point when the Amendment 
was reached. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL said the 
Committee ought to know exactly where 
they stood with regard to the zones in 
congested districts. He was perfectly 
satisfied that the definition should apply 
outside the scheduled districts, but he 
desired to know whether congested parts 
of the country would be brought within 
the zones if they were not excluded by 
the exemptions already made. If so, the 
tenants, instead of twelve, fourteen, or 


sixteen years purchase, would have to 
pay twenty-two years purchase, which 
was an impossible price for such districts. 
In County Kerry alone there were 12,000 
holdings of under £5 valuation, with a 
population living upon them of 67,000, 


or an average of 14s. per head. The 
same thing obtained in most of the other 
congested counties. But as they would 
rot be congested under the present 
definition, they would be compelled to 
purchase within the zones, a fact which 
he feared would render the Bill inoperative 
so far as they were concerned. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that in any case 
this Amendment would not carry out the 
objects of which hon. Members had 
spoken. The portion “or part of an 
estate” was covered by the provision 
that an estate was whatever the Commis- 
sioners defined as an estate. Districts 
were at present scheduled having regard to 
the relation of rateable value to population 
and various matters other than actual 
congestion. The Government might 
have said that the Congested Districts 
Board should deal with congestion 
wherever it occurred. They considered 
that plan and rejected it, because the 
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officers of the Board were known in the 
congested districts but not elsewhere, 
and there were other difficulties in the 
way. Another suggestion was to absorb 
the Board in the new Department, but 
that would have involved the loss of the 
valuable asset comprised in the fact that 
the members and officers of the Con- 
gested Districts Board were known in 
the congested districts. The Govern- 
ment aimed at preserving the Board in 
the areas where they could work most 
effectively, and then said that wherever 
the Land Commission certified it to be 
a right and proper district an estate 
should be defined as congested, and 
should get the advantage of the 10 per 
cent. for carrying out works and the 
bonus, but should not have to come 
within the zones. That plan combined 
the maximum of the advantages of the 
existing system with the maximum of 
the advantages of the system now to 
be brought in. Sub-section 6 must 
not be taken without Sub-section 5; 
the former was really only the Treasury 
check. 


Mr. MURPHY was afraid the right 
hon. Gentleman did not understand the 
point he desired to bring out. Three- 
fourths of the Kenmare estate, under 
Clause 1, was non-congested ; the re- 
maining one-fourth was scheduled as a 
congested district, and, judged from 
every point of view, deserved to be 
regarded as such. If the landlord 
wanted to sell to his tenants, would not 
the tenants on that remaining one-fourth 
—who would not come under the defini- 
tion of this sub-section—have to make 
the same terms as those on the other 
three-fourths ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Certainly not. 


Mr. MURPHY understood that as the 
whole estate would have to be sold the 
congested portion would have to come 
to the same terms as the uncongested 
portion, and remain within the zones. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that was not 
the case. That matter was decided 
on Clause 1, upon which they could not 
go back. 
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Mr. MURPHY said that as the Chief | scheduled areas that would come under 
Secretary was so confident on the matter | the definition of Sub-section 6. The 
he would not press the Amendment | general configuration of the country hid 

'to be borne in mind. In many places 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL asked | there were large stretches of magnificent 
whether he understood that if tenants | land which would not come within this 
and landlord on an estate in a congested definition, but around which there was a 
district as at present scheduled, desired | regular ring of little villages of poor people 
to buy and sell, and the land did not come | who probably had been evicted from the 


within the definition of this sub-section, 
they could do so outside the zones. 


Mr. WYNDHAM aaid they could do 
that under Clause 1, subject to the 
words he had inserted. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawns 


Mr. DILLON said that if the Amend- 
ment he now desired to move was in the 
Bill already, as suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman, the discussion would 
be very brief. He agreed that the 
definition ought to extend over the 
whole of Ireland. The Bagot estate 
might be taken as an example. More 
than half the area was grass land; it 
was an ideal estate for the purposes 
of migration ; but under this definition 
it would not be a congested estate 
because less than half the area was 
occupied by holders of less than £5 
valuation. There were many estates 
outside the scheduled congested districts, 
the greater part of the area of which was 
held by three or four large grass farmers, 
but they would not be classified as con- 
gested becauseless than half was held by 
the poorer people. If the right hon. 
Gentleman could show that that point 
was already covered by the Bill, he 
would not press the Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 34, to leave out from the 
second word ‘estate,’ to the second word ‘ of,’ 


in line 35, and to insert the words ‘ whether | 


situated in a congested districts county or not, 
a substantial part.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the "words | 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WILLIAMO’BRIEN strongly urged 


|richer land. These people were as 
| congested as they could possibly be, but 
‘they would be shut out from the 
benefits of this clause because of the 
rich lands which were not theirs, but 
_were in the occupation probably of some 
large grazier living in Dublin or London. 
This was really the kernel of the whole 
difficulty. Unless these rich lands were 
made available for the people, the 
Government were simply proposing to 
feed the dog with its own tail by making 
the very poverty of the land its disquali- 
fication. By accepting the Amendment 
the right hon. Gentleman would leave 
the Estates Commissioners the supreme 
judges of what constituted congestion, a 
question which could be settled only 
acco! ding to the particular local circum- 
stances of each estate. Unless some 
such Amendment was accepted there 
would be a necessity to bring in a 
subsequent measure to amend the im- 
perfections of this definition 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this was a 
question of great complexity, and the 
Government had carefully considered all 
the alternatives before deciding on the 
plan in the Bill. The Commissioners 
were nade the judges of what consti- 

| tuted congestion. The definition of con- 
gestion was not in Subssection 6 ; “that 
was the Treasury check on the definition 
of congestion. The greater part of the 

definition was in Sub-section 5, although 
possibly it was not admirably worded— 

“ If the Land Commission certify to the Lord 
| Lieutenant that the purchase and resale of the 
| estate are desirable in view of the wants and 

circumstances of the tenants thereon . . .” 

| that was the real essential definition of 
| congestion. Then came the next point 
in this complex matter—What was an 
estate? According to the Bill, an estate 


the right hon. Gentleman to extend the | was whatever the Estates Commissioners 
definition in the sense proposed by the| declared to be fit to be treated as an 


Amendment. He could scarcely call to| estate. The Bill, therefore, did what 
mind a score of estates outside \the | the hon. Member for Cork desired; the 
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Commissioners were to be the judges of 
what was congestion, but the Treasury 
placed a limit upon their judgment to 
the extent of saying that at least one- 
half of the holdings must be of such a 
character. 


Mr. DILLON said the question at 
issue was an exceedingly important one. 
Sub-section 5 gave a most important 
power to the Land Commission, but 
that power was controlled by Sub-section 
6. The Treasury check was a very bad 
one, and it was just the kind of thing 
against which he and others had _ been 
struggling for the last seven or eight 
years. ‘Three or four times he had been 
asked by the Chief Secretary to assist in 
getting through the House after mid- 
night, as unopposed measures, Bills for 
amending the Congested Districts Act, 
and there were now seven or eight of 
those Acts simply because a complete 
job was not made of the matter at the 
beginning. What would be the effect 
of this Treasury check ? Suppose an 
estate, such as the Bagot estate, came into 
the market, and the Commissioners re- 
ported that it was a suitable estate to 
be treated under this sub-section, they 
would be met by the Treasury check, 
and they would be unable so to deal 
with the estate, because half the area 
did not consist of bog holdings. Thus. 


some of the most. beneficent work 
the Commissioners could do would 
be stopped by this absuid check. 


In the minds of many hon. Members, who 
could not follow the technicalities of the 
Bill, one of its great recommendations was 
that they had been led to believe that 
this measure would put an end to this 
wretched condition of poverty in the west 
of Ireland. 
Committee should be asked to assent to 
this check, which could only have the 
effect of limiting the power of the Estates 
Commissioners. The Treasury had the 
protection of the discretion of a public 
department in Ireland and if they were 


not going to trust the Estates Commis- | 


sioners the position was absurd. They 
had also the protection of the Lord 
Lieutenant. They were nevertheless told 
that this was not sufficient protection and 


that they must have this Treasury check. | 
He hoped the Chief Secretary would | 


accept this Amendment. 
Mr, Wyndham. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said he would 


assume that there was an estate upon 


which a proportion of not less than one- 
half in value was badly congested and the 
rest was good land. This was not a 
compulsory Bill, and therefore they must 


| assume that the landlord would be con- 


templating a sale of his property, either 
going to the tenants himself or to the 
Estates Commissioners. Let the Com- 
mittee suppose that this landlord made 
his own arrangements with his tenants for 
all the good part of the land, and then 
proposed to sell only the very bad portion 
of his property. Supposing it was 
congested to the worst degree, it was clear 
that that property ought rot to be passed 
forward under this Bill. The solution in 
this Bill was that under Clause 85 they 
would not define such property as an 
estate at all. As the amount of valuable 
land in Ireland was distinctly limited, he 
thought the proportion laid down of not 
less than half was a fair one. The clause 
as it stood was necessary to secure that 
the good land was sold with the bad land, 
and not separately ; that there should be 
the proportion of good land stipulated in 
the clause was a necessary security. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that if a 
grazing farm surrounded by a large 


number of small holdings exceeded 
half the rateable value of the area, 
the Treasury check would prevent 


the land passing, although it was most 
desirable that it should be utilised by the 
neighbouring small holders. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone was stating the 
reverse of what he had said. Such a 
property as the hon. Member had de- 
scribed was not an estate, and they would 
not define it as one. 


*Mr. T W. RUSSELL said that those 
who had seen these Treasury checks in 
operation knew precisely what they 
meant and the trouble they gave. This 
proposal might be clear to the right 
hon. Gentleman, but unless everything 
in this Bill was made as clear as 
possible they might rely upon it that 
any ambiguity in the intention of the 
clause would be construed against the 
tenants in the Irish Courts. Having 
had painful experience of this in the 
| past, they were determined now to be 
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perfectly sure of what they were doing, | large tenants, but it was these miserable 
because they were now dealing with 
the poorest class of Irish tenants. | 


little holdings of £3 and £4 a year to 
which he ought to devote his attention. 


Mr. WYNDHAM contended that by) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
the carrying of this Amendment they | if the Chief Secretary kept in the clause 
would effect nothing, for it did not | this limitation, he would deal with a 
touch the matter at issue. They touched | number of estates which really were, to 
it under Clause 85, Sub-section 5, and | gome extent, congested as not being con- 
under Clause 7 by getting additional | gested at all, unless under the definition 
land. ‘of “estate” in Clause 85 the congested 

ortions would be treated as separate 

Mr. DILLON said that if a landlord saaiian This limit would give ine toa 
was willing to dispose of his grass lands natural suspicion that an attempt might 
for the sake of the 10 per cent., by this he made to deal with districts which 
clause they denied to the unfortunate were really not congested as if they 
small holders the opportunity of en- were congested. There were districts 
larging their holdings. The right hon. which were not scheduled as congested 
Gentleman had now let the cat out of districts where the limit mentioned ‘in 
the bag, and this provision was ap- this clause was not reached, but where 
parently to prevent the landlord from there was a great deal of congestion. 
obtaining this 10 per cent. encourage- [yn guch cases care shuuld be taken to 
ment. He wished to point out the treat those districts as though they 
grotesque insufficiency of the Chief were in every sense of the word con- 
Secretary's reply. The right hon. Gentle- gested districts. In the County of Clare 
man said that Clause 85 gave power tO and other districts there was a great 
insist that the landlord should give a deal of congestion, although perhaps it 
certain amount of the grass lands, or would be hard to find properties where 
the Commissioners would not allow the' the limit mentioned in this clause was 
estate to pass. Why should that power reached. He suggested to the right 
be confined to getting an area equal in hon. Gentleman that this limit should 
extent to the congested area ! be left to the discretion of the Estates 

Commissioners, who would be sure to be 

Mr. WYNDHAM contended that men amply qualified to discharge their 
there was nothing to prevent the Com- duties. Why should they draw a hard 
missioners dealing with congestion by and fast line in this matter ? 
the ordinary process, and they could 
buy three times as much land as that oe : 
contained in the congested holdings. M8. WYNDHAM said they were 
They could enlarge the holdings and really discussing particular cases in 


spend money under Clause 11, but they 
could not in addition to the bonus pay 
another 10 per cent. upon those trans- 
actions. They could put another 10 
per cent. on the aggregate of those trans- 
actions when the probability of con 
gestion reached a certain pitch. 


CoLtonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
he had talked to a great many people 
in his own constituency, and the cry 
was “Enlarge = holdings.” He 
suggested to the Chief Secretary that the 
area should be one-fourth instead of one- 
half. This was a matter of the most | 


» hich it was proper that public money 
ould be lost in ameliorating the con- 
tion of these unfortunate places in 

Ireland. In the congested districts the 

Congested Districts Board had the 

power of utilising certain credit trans- 

‘actions. When they got to a later clause 

'hon. Members would see that it was pro- 
posed to increase the credit of the Con 

gested Districts Board by adding another 
£20,000 a year which the Board might 
lose on its transactions. In addition to 

‘the bonus of £12,000,000, it was pro- 
posed that there should be an extra 


| 


Treasury aid of 10 per cent. on the 


vital consequence to the West of Ireland. transactions they were dealing with. 
The right hon. Gentleman had been | He thought that was very liberal, and 
talking about doing a great deal for the' in any case he could not enlarge it. 
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Mr. TULLY said this clause would 
enable the landlords to dispose of the 
slum parts of their properties to the 
ratepayers, while retaining the grazing 
lands. He instanced the property of 
Lord De Freyne, in Roscommon, as a 
case where the congested portion of the 
estate could be sold and the price ob- 
tained out of the ratepayers, and the 
good land retained in his own possession, 
or that of his friends. This was one of 
the most insidious parts of the Bill, and 
a change should be made to obviate the 
danger to which he referred. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there was to 
his mind no difficulty about the matter. 
It was true in one sense that Lord De 
Freyne could sell the congested part of 
his estate, but on one condition—namely, 
that he got any man fool enough to buy 
it. He would assume that Lord De 
Freyne, or any other landlord, had 1,000 
acres of grass land, and 400 acres in the 
congested portion of his property on 
which there were 100 families. What 
could he do with the 400 acres? The 
Commission would not buy it unless he 
added 300 acres of grassland. The hon. 
Member was mistaken as to the nature 
of the powers of the Land Commission 
in regard to the enlargement of holdings. 
The Treasury would only consent to lose 
money on the 400 acres plus the 300 
‘grass acres. Supposingthat the Estates 
Commissioners were restricted to 300 
acres, as far as the enlarging of holdings 
was concerned, they might add land 
outside of the estate which had 400 
acres in the congested portion. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said the addi- 
tion of 300 acres would obviously not 
be enough for the 100 families living on 
the congested portion. The Attorney- 
xeneral said this could be remedied by 
getting the land the Commissioners 
might think necessary to add, but they 
could not get that additional land on 
the same terms as the rest. They could 
not getit by using 10 per cent. of public 
money. That was their point. They 
were depriving themselves of the power 
that was necessary to deal with this pro- 
blem ina proper and drastic manner. The 
Chief Secretary stated that this would 
involve a loss of public money. He ad- 
mitted theforce of that statement, but then 
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the whole of this Bill meant a loss of public 
money. If £12,000,000 were necessary 
to grease the wheels of the transactions 
in other parts of Ireland, he did not see 
why the Government should hesitate at 
the comparatively small sum that would 
be required to grease the wheels in 
dealing with the congested districts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had in 
the consideration of the Amendments 
brought forward by hon. Members 
from Ireland done his best to meet 
their views. In this case he did not 
think there was anything to be gained 
by continuing the debate, and he hoped 
the hon. Member would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said he would withdraw 
his Amendment, but he was still of 
opinion that the Government had made 
a very great mistake. The Attorney- 
General did not know very much about 
the question. He did not suppose the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’ ever 
crossed the Shannon in his life. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Oh, yes, I have. 


Mr. DILLON said the danger was 
that the grass lands would pass rapidly 


‘into the hands of wealthy graziers and 


he lost to the people for ever. He was 
very much surprised that some of the 
landlords did not back him up in the 
proposal he had made. The Government 
had thrown away one of the most 
powerful means at their command for 
carrying out the work they professed to 
be extremely anxious for. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. TULLY hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to accept his 
Amendment. 


“In page 4, line 35, to leave out the word 
‘half,’ and insert the words ‘one-fourth.’”— 


(Mr. Tully.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘half’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM $s said this was 
practically the Amendment they had 
been discussing for an hour and a half. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY appealed to his hon. 
friend to withdraw the Amendment. This 


was really “ tearing a passion to tatters.” | 


They heard that every Amendment was 
“vital,” or “important,” or ‘ most 
solemn.” They could all be “vital.” 


The important thing was to pass the 
Bill, 


Mr. TULLY said he was jumped upon 
early in the evening for daring to speak 
of compulsory sale, but hon. Members 
who did not wish him to press this 
Amendment had been talking all the 
evening in favour of compulsory sale. 
As he did not wish to take up the time 
of the Committee he would withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM moved the omission 
of the words “ten acres in area and.” 
By leaving out the area his definition of 
congestion was not affected, but it gave 
more elasticity to the Treasury check. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 36, to leave out the words 
‘ten acres in area and.’”—(Mr. Wyndham). 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB moved—* In 
Clause 5, page 4, lines 36 and 37, leave 
out ‘or of mountain or bog land.’” He 
asked for a definition of mountain or bog 
land. He thought there would be more 
elasticity in the clause if these words 
were left out. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, lines 36 and 37, to leave out the 
words ‘or of mountain or bog land.’” —(Sir John 
Colomb.) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was well | 


aware that there was some mountain 


land which would be a great additional | 


source of wealth to the tenants on an 
estate, but on the other hand he had 
seen mountain lands which would present 
great difficulty when they were dealing 
with the Treasury. 


Amendment, by ‘2ave, withdrawn. 
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, Mr. SHEEHAN (Gork Co., Mid.) 
moved —* In Clause 5, page 4, line 38, at 
end, add ‘or an estate in any rural 
district in which it shall be certified by 
a chairman of a Rural Dis rict Council 
that labourers, as defined in the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, 
'as amended by this Act, are without 
suitable homes and allotments.” As one 
sincerely interested in the labourers of 
Ireland he hoped the Chief Secretary 
would be able to accept this Amend- 
ment. The debate on the question of 
the labourers which took place in the 


afternoon would have had one advan 
tage if it had impressed on the 
Government the importance of the 


question, and the necessity of dealing 
with the labourers in a_ reasonable 
manner. He held, of course, that the 
evicted tenants had the first claim on 
the untenanted land, but once their 
claims were satisfied the labourers had a 
claim to the grazing lands. 


Amendment proposed 

‘*In page 4, line 38, at end, to add the words 
‘or an estate in any rural district in which it 
shall be certitied by a chairman of a Rural 
District Council that labourers, as defined in 
the Labourers (Lreland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, as 
amended by this Act, are without suitable 
homes and allotments.’ ”—(.VWr. Sheehan.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he did not go 
back on what he said in the afternoon. 
He hoped the hon. Member would not 
raise any further question about the 
labourers at present. The Committee 
had only disposed of two clauses in a 
whole Parliamentary day. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) had 
the following Amendment on the Notice 
Paper—‘* In Clause 5, page 4, line 38, 
at end, add, (7) Where the Estates Com- 
missioners, in exercise of the powers 
vested in them by this Act, sell to a 
labourer a holding or a parcel of land 
| situated in a rural district which com 
| prises a congested estate as defined by 
| this section, it shall be lawful for them 
| to treat said labourer in all respects as if 
he had been residing in a congested 
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districts county, and they shall have all 
the powers to improve the said holding 
and assist said labourers that are pos- 
sessed by the Congested Districts Board 
for aiding migrants in a congested 
districts county under the provisions of 
the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) 
Acts as amended by this Act.” 





Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 38, at end, to add the words 
*(7) Where the Estates Commissioners, in exer- 
cise of the powers vested in them by this Act, 
sell to a labourer a holding or a parcel of land 
situated in a rural district which comprises a 
congested estate as defined by this section, it 
shall be lawful for them to treat said lahourer 
in all respects as if he had been residing in a 
congested districts county, and they shall have 


all the powers to improve the said holding and | 


assist said labourers that are possessed by the 
Congested Districts Board for aiding migrants 
in a congested clistricts county under the pro- 
visions of the Congested Districts Board (Ire- 
land) Acts as amended by this Act.’ ”—(Captain 
Donelan.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM asked the _ hon. 
Member to defer the consideration of 
the question of the labourers. 


Captain DONEI.AN agreed to the 
request. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY appealed to the 
Chief Secretary to ask his friends below 
the gangway to be equally moderate. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6. 


*Mr. BUTCHER moved an Amend- 
ment on Clause 6 with the object of 
limiting the new and drastic method 
of sale set up by the clause to insolvent 
estates. 


{COMMONS} 


stand 


| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
In the case of such estates what | 
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administrative purposes ; and in a case 
like that the owner ought to be allowed 
to negotiate with the tenants and not 
be forced to sell the estate by auction, 
which was recognised on all hands as 
being an impossible mode of effecting 
advantageous sales in Ireland. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 5, line 2, after the figures 1858 to 
insert the words ‘and to which the provisions of 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896 apply.’ ”—(JMr. 
Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that this 
Amendment was the greatest satire on 
the Landed Estate Court ever moved. 
He asked what business had solvent 
estates to come into that Court? They 
were only a nuisance in Judge Ross’s 
Court. Why should not a solvent estate 
the risk of the auctioneer’s 
hammer? The proposal of the Govern- 
ment was really a necessity of the time. 
The ultimate fate of this Bill was a 
matter of the time of the House. Again 
and again the representatives of the 
tenants had telescoped their remarks in 
the interests of the Bill, and the landlord 
party must reciprocate. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he hoped his 
hon. friend would not persevere with 
‘his Amendment. The Land Judge always 
gave an opportunity to remove a solvent 
| estate out of the Court. 


Mr. BUTCHER said that if his right 
| hon. friend assured him that what he had 
‘in view would be met without any 
| Amendment of this sort, he did not 
| wish to insist upon it. 











was proposed was a good method of} Mr. DILLON said he had put down 
facilitating sale, but in the case of! on the Paper a series of Amendments, 
solvent estates, unless this Amendment the purpose of which was to modify the 
were conceded they might have them | procedure of the Land Judge’s Court. 
sold by auction at a great undervalue. | The first was “ Clause 6, page 5, line 3, 
He would point out that unless the leave out ‘may,’ and insert ‘ shall.’ ” 

Amendment was accepted they might | 
have a perfectly solvent estate wrecked. | 
Hon. Members knew that estates in| 
Ireland were constantly sold merely for 


Captain Donelan. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 5, line 3, leave out the word ‘may,’ 
' and insert the word ‘ shall.’”—Mr. Dillon, 


| 
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Question proposed, “That the word | 
‘may’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that for 
many months the Land Judge and the 
Land Commission were at loggerheads 
upon the 40th Section of the Act of 
1896 ; and it was important to leave as 
little discretion to the Land Judge as 
possible. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said if the word 
“ shall” was inserted it would make it | 
impossible for the Judge to have any | 


discretion. There were times when the | 


word “ may” was of as much vita! im- | 
portance as the word “shall.’’ | 


Mr. DILLON said he did not wish to 
take up the time of the House further, 
and he asked leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Mr. DILLON gaid his next Amend- | 


ment was—‘‘Clause 6, page 5, line 12, 
after ‘loss,’ insert ‘and after giving all 
parties interested an opportunity of 
being heard, fix the price at which, in 
their opinion, the estate or part thereof 
should be sold to the tenant in oc- 
cupation thereof discharged of all 
superior or intervening interests, and 
shall accordingly.” He moved this 
Amendment in order to raise what 
appeared to him an exceedingly im- 
portant point. The clause, as it 
stood, would, he contended, do nothing 
to clear out the Land Judge’s Court ; 
in fact, it would leave the matter worse 
than under the 40th Section of the Act 
of 1896. There was nothing in the 
Clause to prevent an estate being kept 
in the Court and nursed for twenty- 
five years, so as not to be sold. The 
Land Judge had persistently refused to 
give the information to the House of Gom- 
mons which they had asked for, and 
they were consequently inthe dark as to 
the condition of the Court. A Question 
had been asked as to the number of the 
estates which were in the Land Court, 
and their rental, and they were told that 
that information could not be got because 
the Court was too busy. They were 
obliged to fall back on some statistics 





provided by the President of the Board 
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of Trade. These showed that in 1894 
there were 1,500 estates in the Land 
Court, that in the case of 1,266 receivers 
had been appointed, and that the rentals 
amounted to £648,000. Most of these 
estates had been in the Court for years, 
and had been vainly offered to the public, 
because the Judge did not think the price 
tendered was sufficient. The Court had 
in fact drifted more and more into the 
position of a collector of rents of bankrupt 
estates ; and under the present arrange 
ment he saw no prospect of any reform 
being brought about. The Prime Minister 
had said that probably one-sixth or one 
seventh of the land in Ireland was in the 
hands of this Judge, and did not properly 
belong to the Irish landlords at all. How 
could these estates be properly managed 
by a Court ora Judge? The thing was 
so absurd that it would not be tolerated 
in any other country in the world. What 
made the system more monstrous was 
that, in the opinion of good lawyers, it 
was illegal. The Court was set up under 
the Encumbered Estates Act of 1849, for 
the purpose of facilitating and accelerat- 
ing the transfer of land in Ireland ; but 
on the passing of the Judicature Act in 
1877 the Court was merged with the 
Court of Chancery, and 'the practice of 
the Court of Chancery was incorporated 
with it. For the first twenty yours the 
interests of the tenants had never been 
mentioned at all. The practice of the 
Court had been to sell by auction all the 
estates that came into the Court at a 
rough general average of from twelve to 
fourteen years’ purchase of the rental, 
without the slightest reference to the 
interests of the tenants. But, after 1879, 
when the Court availed itself of the 
Chancery jurisdiction, they blocked all the 
sales, and they commenced to use the 
machinery of the Court to nurse bankrupt 
estates, and to collect rents for the im- 
mense number of receivers which were 
appointed. The sale department was en- 
tirely closed, and, when a new judge was 
appointed in 1885, Judge Boyle, he 
introduced a more robust system of 
collecting rents, by sending the tenants 
to gaol, and by invoking the machin- 
ery of contempt of Court, to 
collect rents. 


He did not think there was any 
part of the land system of Ireland 
which needed more remedy than 
this. He knew that under it men had 
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been sent to gaol for an offence which 
was not known to the criminal law at 
all, and kept there until they were 
almost forgotten. He was credibly 
informed in one case in which the man 
was kept in prison for two years, and 
was in danger of losing his mind. He 
maintained that this was an atrocious 
system, and a montrous position of 
affairs. His Amendment would have 
the effect of enabling the Land Commis- 
sion to make proposals to the Land 
Judge for the purchase of an estate in 
the Land Judge’s Oourt ; and that when 
an agreed price had been offered the 


{COMMONS} 








Land Judge should make an order vest- | 
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tenant in occupation thereof discharged of all 
superior or intervening interests, and shall 
accordingly. ’—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said that most of 
what the hon. Gentleman had stated 
was merely pushing an open door. The 
Government desired as much as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to clear up the 
Landed Estates Court. The Estates 
Commissioners would be empowered to 
make an offer for an estate, and it would 
not be competent for a Judge to hang up 
its affairs. The Judge must bring the 


ing the estate in the Land Commission. | estate to auction; but he skould not be 
That, of course, raised the question of | compelled to accept any offer which 
compulsory sale; but not any more | appeared to him to be unreasonable or 


than it was raised under Section 40 of | 
the Act of 1896. The Amendment | 
would not push the principle of compul- | 
sion one inch against the landlord. | 
Section 40 provided that in the case of | 
an estate for which a receiver was | 
appointed there should be compulsory | 
sale as against the landlord ; and all his | 
Amendment proposed was to withdraw | 
from the Land Judge’s Gourt the power | 
of blocking the sale of such estates. | 
He thought that was not an unreason- | 
able proposal at that time of day. | 
Section 40 had been in operation for 
several years ; but it absolutely had pro- 
duced no effect. The condition of 
things in the Landed Estates Court was 
just the same ; and he thought in that 


Bill they were entitled to press for an 
improvement. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 12, after the word ‘ loss,’ 
to insert the words ‘and after giving all 
parties interested an opportunity of being 
heard, fix the price at which, in their opinion, 
the estate or part thereof should be sold to the | 


Mr. Dillon. 





unjust. 


Mr.T. M. HEALY said that no one knew 


| more about the matter than the right 


hon. Gentleman who had just spoken. 
At thesame time, he wished to express 
sympathy with the hon. Member for 
East Mayo. 
something ought to be done; and if the 
Government would only take their 
courage in both hands something would 
be done. 
impossible to ascertain what went on in 
the Court. On the other hand, there 
was some excuse for the non-making of a 
Return. A Return was moved for by the 
late Member for Cork, a relative of his 
He pressed for it very strongly, 
but found that the congestion in the 


It wasa matter in which 


At present it was almost 


own. 


Court was so enormous, the staff so 
slender, and the parsimony of the 
Treasury so awful that it was quite 
impossible to get the existing clerks to 
put their heads down and work out the 


Return that was required, Thereiore, on 
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the whole, he had given those men some 
measure of absolution for not providing 
the Return, yet the fact remained that 
this House had been denied information 
with reference to one-seventh of the land 
of Ireland, and they were absolutely in 
the dark regarding it. There were 
questions of tremendous magnitude 
raised at every moment in connection 
with this Bill ; but the Attorney-General 
knew the question down to the bottom, 
and he knew the necessity for an 
improvement. Owing to the lateness of 
the hour he would not press the matter 
further, but he would suggest to the 
Government that they should to-morrow 
suspend the twelve o’clock rule in order 
that they might be able to get on ina 
friendly manner among themselves. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had had 
opportunities of discussing this clause 
with Judge Ross, who he could assure 
hon. Members wanted to clear his 
Court. But they could not exercise 
compulsory action in connection with a 
Judge of the High Court. He urged hon. 
Members not to press the Amendment, 
but to let the clause and the next three 
clauses pass. !f the anticipation that he 
held out to hon. Members as to there 
being no difficulty under this clause was 
not realised, the remedy would be a 
simple one next session. 


Mr. DILLON said he was very much 
inclined to accept the appeal of the right 
hon. Gentleman; but when the right 
hon. Gentleman asked him to take it 
that Judge Ross wanted to clear his 
Court he absolutely declined. The right 


hon. Gentleman in consulting Judge 


Ross could not have consulted a worse 
man. The answer of the right hon. 
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Gentleman enormously strengthened his 
objection. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that they could not criticise a Judge 
of the Supreme Court; but it was an 
outrage that one seventh of the land in 
Ireland should be under a Land Judge 
who was practically in the position of a 
landlord, but who could not be criticised. 
The hon. Gentleman said that the 
matter could be dealt with next session, 
but he did not know where the right 
hon. Gentleman or any other Member 
of the House would be next session. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman ask him 
to seriously believe that there would be 
another Land Bill next session? Was 
there to be a new Land Bill every 
session? That wasan absurd prospect. 
He would not move his Amendment 
now, but he would reserve to himself 
the slender consolation of renewing the 
subject on Report. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. EDWARD 
(Fermanagh, N.) said 
regard to the 
Secretary 


MITCHELL 
that having 
request of the Chief 


he would not 


move his 
Amendment. 


Clause 6, agreed to. 


Clauses 7 and 8, agreed to. 
Clause 9. 


Mr. CLANCY said that the Govern- 
ment might easily dispose of this clause 
by striking it out altogether. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was willing 
to leave out all words from “ Pastoral” 
to the end of the clause, 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said the whole clause | 
ought to be omitted. They were now | 
agreed on Ashbourne terms, and there 


fore the definition of an estate was 
unnecessary. 
Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 


strike out the whole of the clause; but 
he was prepared to omit the latter | 


part. 


Mr. CLANCY said that the clause 
was absolutely inconsistert with the 


new clause which the right hon. Gentle- 


man had undertaken to move. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that it was 


not a question of holdings, but a question 


of estates. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 38, to leave out all words 
from ‘pastoral’ to end of Clause.” —(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 9, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 10, agreed to. 
Clause 11. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that as the 
hon. Member for Cork City, who had 
Amendments to move, was not present, 
he would move to report Progress. 


Mr. DILLON asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman would have the Bill reprinted, 
as in its present form it was very in- 
convenient. 


{COMMONS} 





of the House. 896 
POST OFFICE SITES (RECOMMITTED) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 6. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he wished to ask the Postmaster- 
General if any arrangements had been 
made about a generating station. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.) said he was making inyuiries as to 
whether he could obtain a supply of 
electricity suitable for Post Office pur- 
poses from private contractors, in case 
he was not able to come to satisfactory 
terms with the Company. 


Bill reported without Amendment. 


SUPPLY [25rn JUNE]. 
Resolution reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
CLASS II. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £96,499, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


ment and Subordinate Offices.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he hoped to be | 
able to arrange that. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again ‘To-morrow, 


Resolution agreed to. 


Adjourned at Eight Minutes after 
Twelve O’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 30th June, 1903. 


COMMISSION. 


The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent : 


1. Finance. 

2. Naval Forces. 

3. Berwickshire County Town. 

4. Coal Mines (Certificates). 

5. Land Drainage Provisional Order. 

6. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Order (No. 1). 

7. Electric, Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

8. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). 

9. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 4). 

10. Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 6). 

11. Lanarkshire and Ayrshire Railway 
Order Confirmation. 

12. Dundee Royal Lunatic Asylum 
Orders Confirmation. 

13. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1). 

14. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 2). 

15. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4). 

16. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6). 

17. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 8). 
= 18. Local Government Provisional 
. Order (Housing of the Working Classes). 


19. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

20. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

21. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). 

22. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (No. 4). 


23. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6). 
24. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (No. 7). 
VOL. CXXIV. [FourTH SERIES. ] 
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25. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 11). 

26. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (Gas). 


27. St. Luke's Church and Parish 
Quoad Sacra Edinburgh Order Confir- 
mation. 


28. Naval Works Provisional Order. 
29. Pier and Harbour Order (No. 1). 


30. Grangemouth Water Order Con 
firmation. 


31. Lanarkshire Electricity and Re- 
fuse Destruction Order Confirmation. 


32. Forth Navigation Order Confir- 
mation. 


33. Caledonian Railway Order Con- 
firmation. 


34. Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, 
Slaughter-houses, ete.) Order Confirma- 
tion. 


35. North British Railway (General 
Powers) Order Confirmation. 


36. Western Trust. 

37. Great Western Railway (Pension 
Fund). 

38. Dublin Improvement ‘(Bull Alley 
Area). . 


39. Queensland Investment and Land 
Mortgage. 


40. Great Northern and City ,Rail- 
way. 


41. Maidstone Gas. 

42. Stoke Newington Borough Council. 
43. North Middlesex Gas. 

44. Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 
45. Faversham Gas, 

46. North's Navigation Collieries. 

47. Life Association of Scotland, 


48. Pelican and British Empire Life 
Office. 


49. Lima Railways. 
50. Exeter Railway. 


51. All Saints, Poplar (Rate Aboli- 
tion). 


52. London Hydraulic Power. 
53. Sutton District Water. 
54. Bridgwater Gas. 





55. East Ardsley Gas. 
2H 
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56. Burgess 
Common Gas. 
57. Searborough Gas. 
58. Sittingbourne District Gas. 
59. South Wales Mineral Railway. 


60. Cleveland and Durham County 
Electric Power. 


61. Indiarubber, Guttapercha, 
Telegraph Works Company. 


62. Milford Docks. 

63. Market Drayton Gas. 

64. Wellington (Salop) Gas. 

65. Knott End Railway (Extension of 
Time). 

66. Winchester Water and Gas. 

67. Midland Railway. 


68. Staffordshire and Worcestershire 
Canal. 


. Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 
. Wirral Railway. 
. Rickmansworth Gas. 


and St. John’s 


and 


. Harrogate Water. 

. Gorleston and Southtown Gas. 

. Belfast Water. 

. Shepshed Urban District Gas. 
76. Gas Light and Coke Company. 

. Commercial Gas. 

. Great Eastern Railway. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies Bill. Re- 
port from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Kinnaird be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place 
of the Lord Kilmaine ; read, and agreed 
to 


The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES ac- 
quainted the House that the Clerk of 
the Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bill have been complied 
with: Harrow Road and Paddington 
Tramways. 
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Also the Certificates that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills: Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 8); Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17). 


And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with: Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) ; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3); Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 4); Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
Petition tor a Bill by the North Metro- 
politan Electric Power Supply Company 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
given to introduce the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the Petition 
for a Bill by the Alexandra Park 
Trustees ought to be dispensed with. 





Read, and agreed to. 


| North Metropolitan Electric Power 


Supply Bill [H.L.]. Presented (pursuant 
to leave given this day); read 1*, and 
referred to the Examiners. 


Hyde Corporation Bill; Cheshire Lines 
Committee Bill; Scottish Ontario and 
Manitoba Land Company Bill [HL]; 
Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East 
Denbighshire Electric Power Bill [#.L.]. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Rail- 
way Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment. 


Watford and Edgware ‘Railway Bill. 
Report from the Select Committee, That 
tae Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto; 
read and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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The orders made on the 16th instant 
and Tuesday last discharged, and Bill 
committed. 


Romford and District Tramways Bill. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


Crystal Palace District Gas Bill. A 
witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill; South Shields 
Corporation Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on the 16th day of March last, 
“That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 18th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read 2*; agreed to; Bills read 2* 
accordingly, and committed. The Com- 


mittees to be proposed by the Committee | 


of Selection. 


Lochnell Estate Bill [u.L.]; Gosport, 
Fareham, and Cosham Tramways Bill 


ways Bill [H.L.]; Manchester Corporation 
sill [H.L.] ; West Bromwich Corporation 
Bill [H.u.]. Read 3*, and passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 
1*, and referred to the Examiners. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (East Ham, &c.) Bill [H.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with an Amendment. 


Southampton Harbour Bill [#.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons, agreed to, 
with Amendments; The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) 


Bill. Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendment agreed to. 


Irvine and District Water Board Order 
Confirmation Bill [H.t.]. A Bill to con- 
firm a Provisional Order relating to Irvine 
and District Water Board was presented 
by the }Lord Balfour (pursuant to the 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, Sections 8 and 9); read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 148.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on the 16th day of March last, 
“That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thursday 
the 18th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2* ; 


| agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and 


committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order) ; Amendments made ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; Report 
of Amendments to be received on Thurs- 
day next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order) ; Bill reported with- 
out Amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on 


| Thursday next. 
[H.L.], now Gosport and Fareham Tram- | J 


Loeal Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order) ; Amendments made; 
Standing Committee negatived ; Report 


| of Amendments to be received on Thurs- 
Ulster and Connaught Light Railways | 


day next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order) ; Bill reported with- 
out Amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on 
Thursday next. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire and London 
and North-Western Railways (Steain 
Vessels) Bill. Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Lord 
Stanmore be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Lord Stewart 
of Garlies (£. Galloway); read, and 
agreed to. 


Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill [H.L.]; Education Board Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) Bill [#.+.] ; 
Brighton Corporation Bill({H.L.]. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 


2H 2 
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the Lord Kilmaine be proposed to the 


House as a member of the Select Com- | 


mittee on the said Bills in the place of 


the Lord Belhaven and Stenton ; read, | 


and agreed to. 


Tigh Corporation Bill; Welling- 
borough and District Tramroads Bill ; 
Midland and Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways Bill; Mullingar, Kells, 
and Drogheda Railway Bill; Seaforth 
and Sefton Junction Railway Bill; 
London County Council (Tramways and 
Improvements) Bill. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Earl 
of Craven be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Lord 
Kilmaine ; read, and agreed to. 


Edueation Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Kenyon be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bill in the place of the 
Viscount Hutchinson (£. Donoughmore) ; 
read, and agreed to. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill, (No. 151); Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
Bill, (No. 152). Brought from the 
Commons. Read 1*; to be printed ; and 
referred to the Examiners. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRANSVAAL (ORANGE;RIVER COLONY). 
Papers relating to the Inter-Colonial 


Council South Africa Order in Council, 
1903. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 338. Wei-Hai-Wei (Report for 
1902). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


OERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMA- 
TORIES (REGULATIONS FOR 
MANAGEMENT). 

Amended regulations, made with the 
approval of the Secretary of State for the 


{LORDS} 


|Home Department, for the management 


| have added the 
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and discipline of the Church Army 
Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey. 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS, 
INLAND). 


Statutory Rules and Orders, 1903. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from the Committee of Selection 
for the Standing Committee that they 
Viscount Hutchinson 
(E£. Donoughmore) to the Standing Com- 
mittee; read, and ordered to lie on,the 
Table. 





COUNTY COUNCILS: (BILLS IN PARLIA- 
MENT) BILL, 
EDUCATION (BORROWING) BILL. 
CONTRACTS (INDIA OFFICE) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Thursday next. 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [1.1.}. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with a further Amendment ; the Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House, and by the Standing 
Ccmmittee, to be received on Thursday 
next. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [a.1.]. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
m ttee without further Amendment : the 
Report of the Amendments made ,in 
Committee of the Whole House tobe 
received on Friday next. 


BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment ;{the 
Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 


MARINE STORE DEALERS (IRELAND) 


SILL. 


from the Commons; read 
(No. 150.) 


Brought 
1*; and to be printed. 
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POWERS) BILL. 


Order of the day for the House going | 
into Committee read. 


Lorp KENYON: My Lords, in mov- | 
ing that the House go into Committee on | 
this Bill, I wish to say that the Marquess | 


of Ripon and several other noble Lords 
have brought to my notice a resolution 
passed by the West Riding County 
Council objecting to the clause that 
enables the different local authorities 
to veto the resolution of the County 
Council. As a matter of fact, in the 
House of Commons the smaller local 
bodies objected to the County Council 
having entire authority, and this clause 
was put in asa compromise. Although 
anxious to do everything to meet the 
views of the County Councils in this 
matter, the clause cannot very well be 
altered now. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 omitted. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 149.) 


GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Reade 
ing read. 


THE Eart or MAYO: The object of 
this Bill, which consists of only two 
clauses, is to enable the Postmaster- 
General to issue postal orders to the 
value of 21s., and as a large number of 
people send subscriptions of a guinea to 
charitable and other institutions the Bill 
would confer a great boon to the public 
generally, 


Read 2: (according to Order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
to Thursday next, half-past 

Ten o'clock. 


{30 JUNE 1903} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 30th June, 1903, 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 


COMMISSION. 
Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 





The House went, and, beingreturned— 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 
toa number of Bills maere page 897]. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
OKDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into and which 
are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz., Mid Yorkshire Tramways 
Bill [Lords]. Ordered, that the Bill be 
read a second time, 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into and which 
are applicable thereto have not been 
complied with, viz.,— 


North Western Electricity and Power- 
Gas Bill [Lords]. Ordered, that the Re- 
port be referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders. 





Ipswich Gas Bill, Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 


King’s College, London, Bill {Lords}, 
read the third time, and passed without 
Amendment. 
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Scunthorpe Urban District Water 
Bill [Lords], read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Message from 


Poole and ‘District Electric Traction 
Bill [Lords], read a second time, and 
committed. 


Hove, Worthing, and District Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords] (by Order), read a 
second time. and committed. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of the Working 
Classes) Bill—Lords’ Amendment con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
- Confirmation (East Ham, ec.) Bill 
{Lords], read the third time, and passed, 
with an Amendment. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill, Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill | 


{COMMONS} 





[Lords], read a second time, and com- | 


mitted. 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill 
{Lords}, reported, with Amendments ; 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be | 


printed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee : 


1. “That, in the case of the Chatham 
and District Light Railways Bill [Lords], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with: That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “* That, in the case of the Maryport 


Harbour Bill {Lords}, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with: 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill, provided that Clauses 62 
and 63 be struck out of the Bill: That 
the Committee on the Bill do report 
wed far such Order has been complied 
with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Salford 
Corporation Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with: 
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That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


4. “That, in the case of the Jewish 
Colonisation Association Bill [Lords], 
Petition for dispensing with Standing 
Order 129 in the case of the Petition of 
Israel Zangwill against the Bill, the said 
Standing Order ought not to be dis- 
pensed with.” 


First three Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]; Re- 
port [this day] from the Select Committee 
on S.anding Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time. 


Chatham and District Light Railways 
Bill [Lords]; Report [this day] from the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
read. 


Bill to be read a second time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to vest the estate of Lochnell, 
in the county of Argyll, in trustees for 
certain purposes, with power of sale and 
other powers.” [Lochnell Estate Bill 
[Lords]. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
authorise the Portsmouth Street Tram- 
ways Company to construct new tram- 
ways in the urban districts of Gosport 
and Alverstoke and of Fareham, in the 
county of Southampton ; to work such 
new tramways; and to adapt the exist- 
ing tramways of that Company in the 
urban district of Gosport and Alver- 
stoke for working by electrical or other 
mechanical power; and for other pur- 
poses”’ [Gosport, Fareham and Cosham 
Tramways Bill [Lords], now “Gosport 
and Fareham Tramways Bill | Lords].’’} 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers upon the Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the 
city of Manchester with reference to 
tramways and streets and otherwise for 
the better local government and improve- 
ment of the city; to extend the city; 
and to make further provision with 
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reference to the borrowing powers of the 
corporation ; and for other purposes.”’ 
{Manchester Corporation Bill | Lords. ] 


Returns, Reports, &c. 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Petition from Rochdale, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to repeal Section 17 of the West Brom- 
wich Corporation Act, 1900, and Section 
4 of the West Bromwich Improvement | 
Amendment Act, 1865, and to enact | 
other provisions in lieu thereof ; and for | 
other purposes.” West Bromwich Cor- | 


TRADE DISPUTES BILL. 


Petition from Outfield Colliery, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORT'S, ETC. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES 
(REGULATIONS. ) 

Lochnell Estate Bill [Lords]; Gosport) Copy presented, of Amended Regula- 
and Fareham Tramways Bill onda} ‘tions made with the approval of the 
Manchester Corporation Bill | Lords > Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
West Bromwich Corporation Bill{Lords}.| ment for the management and discipline 
Read the first time, and re’erred to the| of the Church Army Newdigate Farm 
ixaminers of Petitions for Private Bil's. | Home, Surrey [by Act]; to lie upon the 


poration Bill { Lords]. | 





PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petition from Eastry, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 


Petition trom Outfield Colliery, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES. 
Petition from Aikton, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 

Petitions against: from the Scottish 
Temperance Legislation Board; and 
Helsby ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petitions against: from the Scottish 
Temperance Legislation Board; and 
Helsby ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND. | 


MENT BILL. 


Petition from Cowdenbeath, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: trom Edinburgh ; 
Aikton; and Wigton; to lie upon the 

Table. 


Table. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 

Copy presented, of Eighty-first Report 
of the Commissioners, dated 30th June 
1903 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 232.] 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
| Copy presented, of Twenty-eighth 
| Annual Report (for 1902-3), with 
| Appendices[by Act] ; tolieupon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 233.] 





ISLE OF MAN. 


Account presented, of Revenue and 
Expenditure for the year ended 31st 
March, 1903, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to 
e printed. [No. 234.] 





. 

| POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS.) 

| Copy presented, of the Postal Order 
(Inland) Regulations, 1903, dated 30th 
June, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


| SOUTH AFRICA. 

| Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the Inter-Colonial Council, South Africa, 
Order in Council, 1903 [by Command] : 
' to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL.) 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report No. 
388 (Wei-hai-Wei, Annual Report for 
1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table, 
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CONDITION OF TRADE AND PEOPLE. 


Return ordered, ‘‘ for the United 
Kingdom for each of the years 1801, 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 912 


1811, 1821, 1831, 1841, 1851, 1861° 
1871, 1881, 1891, 1901, and 1902, in 
the following form :—- 
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—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 

Transvaal Loan. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what is the precise nature of the under- 
taking on the part of certain persons 
connected with the mining industry in 
the Transvaal to subscribe £10,000,000 
to the loan of £30,000,000 that is to be 
issued by the ‘l'ransvaal Government to 
meet its share of the expenses of the late 
war,; is this undertaking such as can be 
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| Deposits of Friendly Societies, total. 


| Kritish shi 
ritish st 
Foreign ship 


enforced by law ; is it assumed by indi- 
viduals or firms who each subscribe for 
a certain proportion of the £10,000,000 ; 
is it in this case joint and several ; will he 
lay upon the Table of the House the names 
ot the contracting firms or individuals ; 
is there any date specified before which 
the loan will be issued; is the Transvaal 
paying at present interest on the 
£30,000,000 ; will he take care that a 
large amount of the proceeds of the 
£35,000,000 loan guaranteed by this 
country will be retained by the Treasury 
until the £30,000,000 loan has been 
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issued, and the proceeds of the issue|in accordance with the provisions of 
been paid into the Treasury, in order, Section 5 of the Act of 1901. And the 


to ensure to some extent this country 
not being losers by the £30,000,000 
loan not being subscribed ; and is it to 
be understood that the payment of the 
interest and sinking fund of the 
£30,000,000 loan is solely a charge 
upon the ‘Transvaal, and that this 
country in no way, either directly or 
indirectly, is liable for such payments. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I would refer the hon. Member to my 
speech of the 6th May last,+ which gives 
all the information which it is desirable 


to furnish in the present stage of the! 


negotiations for the issue of this loan. 
He will see that the arrangement made 
does ‘not provide for the payment of 
interest to His Majesty’s Government 
pending the issue of the three instal- 
ments. I have only to add that the 
loan of £35,000,000 having been guar- 
anteed by Parliament for certain specific 
purposes, its proceeds cannot be applied 
in the manner suggested by the hon. 
Member in the latter part of his 
Question. 


Sanitary Arrangements for Workers in 
erring Trade at Yarmouth. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in view of the fact that 
the last Report of the Chief Inspector 
of Factories refers to unsatisfactory 
sanitary arrangements for men and 
women workers, mainly from Scotland, 
temporarily employed in the pickled 
herring and kippering trade at Great 
Yarmouth, will he consider the desira- 
bility of calling the attention of the 
local authority to the subject for the 
purpose of securing an improvement in 
the sanitary conditions 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) My right hon. friend has 
asked me to answer this Question 
as the matter comes within my 
jurisdiction by virtue of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901. As stated in 
the Repurt referred to, the unsatisfactory 
cond tions in question have been brought 
under the notice of the local authority 
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factory inspector, in addition to sending 
formal notices, has conferred with the 
officials of the local authority on the 
subject of providing proper sanitary 
accommodation, with the result that 
, satisfactory action is being taken. 


Application for Voluntary Rates at 
Liverpool. 

Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that there is affixed to the 
demand note for rates in the parish of 
Liverpool an appeal by the church- 
wardens to the parishioners for the 
payment of a voluntary rate for church 
and other purposes ; and, if so, whether 
he will intimate to the churchwardens 
that voluntary rates ought not to be 
applied for by the collector of compulsory 
rates and in conjunction with the latter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 have 
made inquiry on this subject, and I find 
that the facts are as stated in the first 
part of the Question. It appears, 
however, that the paper which is attached 
to the demand note makes it clear that 
thechurch rate isa voluntary one. I am 
aware that there is some objection to an 
application for a voluntary rate being 
sent out with the demand note for rates 
enforceable by law, and I have informed 
the churchwardens and overseers of my 
views in the matter. 


Maintenance of Roads to Shankill Camp. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that, 
according to the estimate of the county 
surveyor for Wicklow, the cost of main- 

| taining the roadsfrom Ballyfolan leading 
to the military camp at Shankill will be 
£88 16s. per year as compared with 
| £7 8s., the annual cost of maintaining 
the roads previous to the establishment 
of the camp; and whether, seeing the 
amount received by the local council in 
‘lieu of rates upon War Department 
property for the last four years was in 
1900 £9 16s. 8d., in 1901 £17 4s. 2d, in 
| 1902 £11 14s. 3d., and in 1903 £98s. 7d., 
‘and that under the Local Govern- 


| 
| 


| ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, Section 27 
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(2), the expenditure on these roads is| 
limited to sixpence per perch, being the| 
former average cost thereof, the War| 
Department will increase their contribu- | 
tion to meet the increased ex 
for the maintenance of the roa 
to the military camp. 


nditure | 
s leading 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) Contribu- 
tions in lieu of rates are given on 
the valuations fixed by the Commissioner 
of Valuation for Ireland. The land on 
which this camp is situate being chiefly 
mountain land the valuation is low, and 
consequently the contribution in lieu of 
rates is low. It is not now the practice 
to make, in addition tothe ordinary con- 
tribution in lieu of rates, additional 
grants out of the rates Vote in cases in 
which the military traffic appears to be 
exceptional. Such grants are now made, 
if at all, from Army funds. 


London County Council By-Law relating 
to Vehicles. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he has received any further 
communication from the London County 
Council respecting the proposed by-law 
in relation to vehicles, or if he is aware 
that the London County Council has not 
seen its way to arrange the suggested 
conference between the parties interested ; 
and if he will now receive a deputation 
on the subject or take steps to bring 
abouta conference between the responsible 
officers of the council and those concerned. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) Ihave received a letter from 
the London County Council, in which it 
is stated that the Council do not think 
that any useful purpose would be served 
by the suggested conference. The same 
letter, however, contains an explanation 
of the intention of the proposed by-law, 
which leads me to hope that its terms can 
be so modified as to carry out the 
intention, and at the same time meet the 
objections which have been taken to it. 
I am about to communicate with the rail- 
way companies and other van owners on 
the subject. 


Increase in Vivisection. 
Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department whether his attention 
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has been drawn to the increase during 
the past year in the number of ex- 
periments on living animals, and also in 
the number of licensed vivisectors, as 
shown in the recent Parliamentary 
Return of Experiments on Living 


' Animals; and, if so, whether he is able 


to state the reason of such increase. 


Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) There is no doubt a real 
increase such as the hon. Member 
indicates, but the figures as to the 
number of licencees are swollen by the 
fact that, as explained in the second 
paragraph of the Report which prefaces 
the Return in question, a change has 
been made in the date at which licences 
expire—viz., 28th February has been sub- 
stituted for 3lst December. The table 
for 1902 contains, therefore, in addition 
to the normal number, the names of 
thirty-four licencees whose licences. 
expired on 28th February in that year 
and were not renewed. Apart from 
this, the increase is due to the natural 
growth and development of the im- 
portant subjects of physiology, pathology, 
and hygiene; and the increase in the 
number of experiments is almost en- 
tirely in the class of experiments in- 
cluded in Table III.(b)—viz., inoculations 
and the like, and more particularly in 
the experiments performed for the 
preparation of remedies and on behalf of 
various public authorities. The increase, 
eighty-one, in the number of ex- 
periments included in Table III. (a) is 
almost entirely accounted for by in- 
jections for the diagnosis of rabies having 
been seventy more in 1902 than in 1901. 


(Answered by 


King’s Birthday—Holiday for Instrument 
Room Stafi of Central Telegraph Office. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Post master-General 
whether, seeing that the Engineering 
Branch of the Telegraph Department 
Central Telegraphs was given a holiday 
for the King’s birthday celebration, while 
the staff in the instrument rooms were 
compelled to work on this day, in order 
to secure uniformity of treatment, a com- 
pensatory day will be granted to the 


latter section of telegraph employees. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
|My hon. friend’: Question is based on 
a misapprehension. It has never been 
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the practice to grant a holiday in the 
Central Telegraph Office on the occasion 
in question, and no general holiday was 
given to the engineers working in that 
office on Friday last. 


Questions. 


Amalgamation of Unions, Ireland. 

THe Marquess or HAMILTON (Lon- 
donderry) : To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Commission, appointed to 
inquire regarding ama!gamation of 
workhouses in Ireland, and the question 
of whether any administrative changes 
are desirable, will consider the cases of 
forty unions in Ireland which are situate 
in two counties, and thirteen unions 
which are situate in three counties, or 
whether the case of the Londonderry 
Union, which is situate in counties 
Londonderry and Donegal, is the only 
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one to be inquired into by the Commis- 
sion in regard tosuggested alterations of 
union boundaries. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It will 
be open to the Commission to inquire 
into all cases in which alierations of 
union boundaries have been suggested. 
Londonderry has been selected as the 
venue for the first country sitting of the 
Commission. 


Land Judge's Court (Estates) Return. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : To ask the Ch ef Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of [reland whether 
he will grant the Return relating to 
Land Judge’s Court (Estates) which 
appears upon to-day’s Pape . 


The Return referred to is as follows :— 


Land Judge’s Court (Estates),—Return showing — 


1898. 





Gross numinal annual rental of the estates in the 
Judges Court during the past five 


Irish Land 
years 


Expenditure on same, including Keceiver’s fees, 


Law expenses, and all other outgoings 
Balance showing actual net receipts : 


Percentage of reduction upon nominal rental - 


| 
; 











(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.’ Lam in-; (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodriel-.) 
formed that the preparation of the pro- | Volunteer quartermasters already obtain 
posed Return would entail such a pro-| the honorary rank of captain after ten 
tracted investigation of the records ofthe years service on the same terms as the 
Receiver Department as would seriously Regular quartermasters. The grant of 
militate against the transaction of the | honorary rank of major was intended 
ordinary business of the Land Judge’s | to meet the cas of a very deserving 
Court. The Land Judge is unable, in the | class of officer who have to serve in all 
circumstances, to undertake the pre-| climates and under all conditions. My 
paration of the Return. ‘hon. and gallant friend will, I think, 
admit that the Volunteer officer does 

Honorary Rank for Long-Service / not come under the same conditions. 
Volunteer Quartermasters. 

CotoneL SADLER (Middlesbrough): | Clothing and 
To ask the Secretary of State for War | 
if he will favourably consider the claims | 


Food sent to South Africa 
during 1901-2 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
of long-service Volunteer quartermasters | E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 


to honorary rank in the same way and | War what was the value of the clothing 
on the same terms of service as it is and food supplies approximately sent to 
granted to quartermasters and others in | South Africa for the use of the troops 
Army Order 37 of March 1903. }in 1901-2. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The total value of the clothing and food 
supplies sent to South Africa in 1901-2 
was about £9,500,000. 


Tinned Meats destroyed at Pretoria. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the 
quantities of the tinned meats destroyed 
at Pretoria supplied by each of the 
various firms. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
These quantities will be shown in the 


Papers which will shortly be laid. 


Coal Exported for Use of Royal Navy. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty what is 
the total value of the coal exported from 
the United Kingdom for the use of His 
Majesty's ships. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
approximate value of coal annually ex- 
ported, exclusive of freight, etc., is about 
£500,000. This includes supplies obtained 
through contractors at ports abroad, but 
excludes coal taken in bunkers of His 
Majesty’s ships from home ports. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Recruiting. 

| Mr. GUEST (Plymouth): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War how many 
recruits have been enlisted since 18th 
March, 1903, for the infantry of the line 
and for other arms; how many were 
specials or under the age of eighteen ; 
and in how many cases a certificate of good 
character has been forthcoming. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Four thousand seven hundred and 
nineteen recruits have been enlisted for 
infantry of the line between 18th March 
and 20th June, 1903. Two thousand one 
hundred and sixty-eight recruits have 
been enlisted for other arms. Of the 
latter ninety-two recruits were specially 
enlisted ; there were no infantry specials. 
Since March 22nd no man has been 
accepted without areference. No recruit 
is knowingly taken under the age of 
eighteen, and inquiries are made when 
any recruit is for physical or other reasons 
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suspected of being less than eighteen. I 
should mention in connection with these 
figures that recruiting has beentemporarily 
suspended during this period, for the 
cavalry and to a large extent for other 
arms than infantry as the establishments 
are full. 


Woolwich Arsenal—Regulations for the 
Manufacture of Explosives. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to sak the Secretary of 
State for War if the same rules and 
regulations are in force for the protection 
of the people employed in the manufacture 
of explosives at Woolwich, as in those 
private firms which are licensed by the 
Home Office for the manufacture of 
explosives. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The general rules 
laid down by the Explosives Act are 
observed at Woolwich, and, as in private 
factories, these are supplemented by 
special regulations for the individual 
buildings. 


Permit to return to Pretoria—Dr. 
eckman, 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that Dr. Beckman, who hag been 
appointed head of a school for higher 
education at Pretoria, which was carried 
on successfully before the war under the 
Boer Government and which it is 
intended to re-open under Boer patron- 
age, has been refused a permit to return 
to Pretoria, although he had never taken 
part in politics; whether the permit to 
return to Pretoria has yet been granted 
to Beckman; and, if so, what was the 
interval between his first application to 
return to Pretoria and the granting of 
his request by Lord Milner. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE FoR 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have not received 
any complaint from Dr. Beckman, and 
have no information on the subject. 


« Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire of Lord 
Milner ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I do not 
propose to trouble him about the 
matter. 


TR ay Nee yor 











iot 
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South African Schools—Dutch Language | 
Question. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to) 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in view of the repre- 
sentations made to him by the Dutch 
deputation at Pretoria on the 8th 
January last, headed by Botha, De la 
Rey, and Smuts, and by the Dutch 
deputation at Bloemfontein in February 
last, headed by De Wet and Hertzog, | 
that the arrangement by which a 
maximum of three hours weekly for 
instruction in the Dutch language, with 
a maximum of two hours for religious 
and Biblical instruction, through the 
medium of the Dutch language, in the 
Government schools of the Transvaal 
and Orangia was insufficient, and Lord 
Milner’s dec!araticiu that Soutn Africa 
will be a country of one language, effect 
will be given to the wish of the Dutch 
population that the limit of time for in- 
struction in the Dutch language may be 
extended. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
prepared to modify the present arrange- 
ment which, as I have already informed 
the hon. Member in answer to a similar 
Question on March 18th,7 is, lunderstand, 
the same as in the schools of the Cape 
Colony. 


Council of Malta. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state the day 
on which the Council of Malta was 
adjourned sine die; and whether he is 
in a position to say when, in the ordinary 
course of events, a general election 
would have taken place. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The sus- 
pension of the Standing Orders was 
moved by the Lieutenant-Governor on 
June 17th, in order to again submit the 
Education Estimates. The elected 
members opposed the Motion, which was 
thrown out, and it is presumed that the 
Council was adjourned sine die on that 
day. In the ordinary course of events a | 
general election would have taken place | 
early i in 1903. 





+ See (4) Debates, exix., 1098. 
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Straits Settlements Imports—An Ex- 
planation. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to a White 
Paper (Cd. 1638) issued a few days 
ago in which the percentage of imports 
from foreign countries into the Straits 
Settlements is given at 65 per cent., with 
no comment or explanation, while in the 
Colonial Report for that colony (Cd. 788- 
30) it is given as 45 per cent.; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
accurate figures being obtained on this 
subject, he will appoint a small Royal 
Commission to inquire into the actual 
state of the trade of the United Kingdom 
with the colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : This is a 
colonial question, and with the permission 
of the hon. Member I will answer it. 
The explanation of the alleged discrep- 
ancy is furnished by the paragraph in the 
Colonial Report to which the hon. Member 
refers, as it states that the trade with the 
Malay Peninsula, Sarawak, and French 
India, amounting to 19-2 per cent. of the 
whole, is reckoned as British trade, not 
as foreign. The Return recently laid 
includes as foreign all trade which is not 
with the United Kingdom or British 
possessions. 


Income Tax Abatement. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Flint Boroughs I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will state what were the amounts paid 
to persons claiming abatement on account 
of income tax during the financial years 
ending the 31st March, 1901, 1902, and 
1903 “respectively ; ; and what were the 
amounts which such payers of income 
tax were entitled to receive curing the 
same years. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELLiot, Dur- 
ham): The amounts paid to persons 
claiming abatement on account of income 
tax have been as follows: In year to 
31st March, 1901, £348,933 ; in year to 
31st March, 1902, £567,659 ; in year to 
31st March, 1903, £778,731. The above 
were the amounts which such payers of 
income tax were entitled to receive 
during the same years. I may, however, 
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observe that these amounts do not repre- 
sent the total relief granted to persons 
entitled to abatement. Such relief is 
granted in two ways: (a) by remission, 
and (b) by repayment; and the relief 
given by remission is some six or seven 
times the relief given by repayment. 


Questions. 


Report of Comat, on Import Duties— 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
will cause the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee on Import Duties which sat in 
1840, together with the evidence and 
index, to be reprinted and distributed 
and sold in the usual way ; and if he will 
do this without delay. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I will arrange for this 
Report, together with the evidence and 
index, to be reprinted at an early date. 
It will then be on sale again, and any 
demands received from the Vote Office 
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will be complied with by the Stationery 
Office in the usual way. 


Wireless Telegraphy for Lightships. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of | 
Trade how many lightships it is proposed | 
to connect with shore stations by wireless 
tclegraphy, the names of the lightships, 
and when it is anticipated that the | 
installation will be completed in each | 
case. | 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. | 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : It is | 
proposed in the first instance to connect | 
with shore stations by wireless telegraphy | 
the following six lightships: the “ Kast 
Goodwin,” the “South Goodwin,” the 
“Gull,” the “ Tongue,” the “ Sunk,” and 
the “ Cross-Sand.” The matter is being 
pressed forward, but as the terms of the 
contract for the supply of the apparatus 
have not been settled, I am not able to 
say when the installation will be com- 


pleted. 


Mayor SEELY: May we assume it | 
will be before next winter ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: It is impossible 
for me to name a definite time. We are 
pressing it forward as much as we can, 
and hope to have it finished by the 
autumn. 
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Gabbett Estate, County Limerick. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing 
that the management of the Gabbett 
estate in Cahirconlish, County Limerick, 
is in the hands of the Judges of the Land 
Court, he will state who is the receiver 
under the Court; what has been the 
average number of years purchase on the 
existing rentals of the part of the estate 
sold to the tenants ; and whether facilities 
will be given to the house tenants in the 
village of Cahirconlish to purchase their 
holdings on the same lines and terms as 
the farming tenants ; and how soon may 
such a state of things be brought into 
existence. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
receiver over the estate is Mr. J. B. 
Barrington. The average number of 
years purchase paid by the tenants who 
purchased is eighteen-and-a-half. The 
property in the village named is no longer 
under the control of the Land Judge, 
having been sold to the incumbrancers, 
but | understand that the latter are 
prepared to consider proposals by the 
village tenants for the purchase of their 
holdings. 


Turf-Cutting and the Land Bill. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
proposal to regulate turf-cutting on estates 
purchased under Clause 19 of the Land 


| Bill would authorise tenants of holdings 


to make hand-turf in cases where existing 
bogs do not afford the necessary depth 
for cutting with slanes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not find in 
any statute or authority dealing with the 
matter the distinction referred to by the 
hon. Member. The point can easily be 
met, if necessary, by the addition of a 
couple of words to the clause. 


Longford Labourers’ Cottage Schemes. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland can he state the cause of 
delay in proceeding with the sixth scheme 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts by 


| the Longford District Council. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Provisional 
Order in respect of this scheme became 
absolute in May, 1902; the loan was 
sanctioned in September, and the first 
instalment has been issued to the 
District Council. The carrying out of 
the scheme now rests with the Council. 


Congestion in County Kerry. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has received an account of 
public meetings of representative men in 
the county Kerry, held in Tralee in 
November last and last month, protest- 
ing against the neglect shown to Kerry 
by the Congested Districts Board ; and, 
ii so, will ,he say whether steps will be 
taken to compel the Congested Districts 
Board to do something for this congested 
district, from which the emigration 
every year is the highest in all Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The protests were 
made under a misapprehension of the 
actual facts. A sum of £49,743 has 
been expended by the Congested Districts 
Board on various schemes and works of 
utility in Kerry. The Board is always 
prepared to consider favourably any 
proposals calculated to improve the 
condition of the congested areas in the 
county. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that not a 
single penny has been spent in North 
Kerry ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I was not aware 
ot that. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I shall call the atten- 
tion of the House to the work of the 
the Board. 


Smerwick Dingle Pier. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Board has inquired 
into the necessity for a new pier at 
Smerwick Dingle; and whether, seeing 
‘hat the Union is wholly congested and 
the rates are at present 9s. 64d. in the 
£, under the circumstances, the question 
will be specially considered. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board, three 
years ago, offered to contribute towards 
the cost of extending or improving the 
existing slip at Smerwick. That offer 
still holds good if the County or District 
Council desires to take advantage of it. 


River Erne Fisheries. 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): 1 beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in view of the representations 
made to him in reference to the pre- 
servation of fish in the River Erne, 
county Fermanagh, he will cause the 
Special Advisory Committee on Fisheries 
to the Board of Agriculture to take 
steps to protect and develop the fishing 
industry in said river. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any written re- 
presentations made to me in the matter 
would be referred to the Department of 
Agriculture. But I would point out that 
the duty of protecting the fisheries in the 
River Erne devolves upon the local 
Board of Conservators and not on the 
Department. 


Castlebar Prison Governorship. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the 
vacancy in the governorship of the 
Castlebar Prison has yet been filled ; 
and, if not, will he consent to make the 
appointment from the ranks of the prison 
service. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The vacancy has 
been filled by the appointment of a 
Deputy Governor who was promoted from 
the ranks of the service. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E): Will the right hon. Gentleman give 
an undertaking that in future, as far as 
possible, appointments shall be filled up 
from those in the ranks ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give an 
undertaking of that character. 


Irish Post Office Savings Bank Accounts. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state the present number 
of Post Office Savings Bank depositors in 


‘Ireland and England respectively ; and, 
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seeing that the numbers in Ireland are 
smaller than those in England, and that 


Questions. 


extra delay is caused by the present system | 


of depositors having to communicate with 
London and receive replies therefrom, he 
can explain the cause of the smaller num- 
ber of Irish depositors. 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper— 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, seeing 
that acknowledgments and warrants for 
payment in connection with Irish 
Savings Bank accounts have to be sent 
from London at present, and that all in- 
quiries have to be sent from Ireland to 
London to be dealt with, and that the 
system of keeping these accounts in 
London causes delay to Irish depositors, 
he will make arrangements for the trans- 
fer of the [rish accounts to Dublin in 
order to have the additional time taken 
in communicating with London curtailed 
as much as possible. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, seeing that 
the system of keeping Irish Savings 
Bank accounts in London gives rise to 
additional correspondence, both written 
and telegraphic, between the General 
Post Office, London, and the General 
Post Office, Dublin, he will state the 
estimated cost of this additional 
correspondence ; and whether, with a view 
to economy and despatch, he will arrange 
for the transfer of the accounts from 
London to Dublin so as to avoid this 
additional expenditure and delay. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E): Perhaps I may answer the hon. 
Member's three Questions together. The 
present number of accounts in the Post 
Office Savings Bank is estimated to be 
as follows:—In Ireland, 433,000; in 
England and Wales, 8,469,000. I can- 
not explain the cause of the smaller ratio 
of depositors to population in Ireland; 
but there is no reason to suppose that it 
is due to the slightly longer time 
required in some cases for withdrawing 
money through an Irish Post Office. 
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| who are not affected by this considera- 
tion. It is more convenient and more 
economical to keep the Savings Bank 
accounts at one central institution ; and 
greater facilities are afforded in this way 
for making or withdrawing deposits at 
any office in the United Kingdom than 
would be possible under the system 
suggested in the Question ; I am therefore 
not prepared to take any steps in that 
direction. The cost of correspondence 
between the General Post Offices in 
London and Dublin about savings bank 
business is estimated to be about £250 a 
year; but the additional cost of dealing 
with Irish Savings Bank accounts by a 
special staff at Dublin would certainly 
be much greater than any possible saving 
on this sum. 


Evicted Farm—Contemplated Purchase 
by the Admiralty. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.) I 
beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admir- 
alty whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the agent to the 
Clinton Estate is in treaty with the 
Lords of the Admiralty for the sale of 
the farm from which Cornelius Murphy, 
of Milleove, Castletown, Berehaven, has 
been evicted ; whether he is aware that 
the rent of said farm was £36 5s., while 
the Poor Law valuation was £22; and 
whether, in view of the fact that in the Bill 
now before Parliament provision is made 
for the restoration of evicted tenants, he 
will postpone the purchase of the farm 
until the Land Bill becomes an Act of 
Parliament. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PretyMAn, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The Admiralty are in treaty 
for the farm referred to in the hon 
Member’s Question, but the details of any 
dispute between the owner and the late 
tenant are not within their knowledge. 
They cannot suspend the negotiations 
for purchase, as it is necessary to obtain 
possession of the land at an early date. 
The evicted tenant could not in any case 
be reinstated, as the farm will be utilised 
for naval purposes. 


There is a similar discrepancy in the | 


case of the depositors in the Trustees 
Savings Banks of the two countries, 


Mr. GILHOOLY : Will the money be 
| paid to the tenant ? 
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Mr. PRETYMAN: I imagine that 
any dispute between landlord and tenant 
as to the allocation of the money would 
be settled quite irrespective of the sum 
paid by the Admiralty under the law as 
it now stands. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I will draw atten- 
tion to this matter on the Navy Esti- 
mates, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): 1 beg to ask the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasur Af 
in the temporary absence of the Prime | 
Minister, what business it is proposed to 
take on Friday and next week. 


SECKE 
(Sir A. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY 
TARY To THE TREASURY 
ACLAND-Hoov, Somersetshire, 
ton): The first order on Friday 
be a Resolution in 
Whole House on which the Naval Works 
Bill is to be founded. ‘The next order 
will be the further consideration of the 
Employment of Ciiidren Bill. Next 
week it is proposed to go on with the 
Committee stage of the Irish Land Bill. 


wil! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the Government commun ¢ate to the 
House before ‘Thursday the amount i 
volved in the Naval Works Bill. Thurs 
day, as I understand, will be the last 
oceasion on which the Navy Estimat 
will be considered in Committee, and | 
put forward this suggestion in order that 
those interested may have view of- 
the expenditure for naval purposes. 


a full 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD : 
sult the Secretary to the Admiralty and | 
give an answer to-morrow. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
about the London Education Bill? 
to be dropped ? 


A. ACLAND-HOOD: 
Education Bill will 


Sir 


London certainly 
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midnight on Wednesday in order to dis- 
pose of the matter which may then be in 
hand. 


Pensioners Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM doubted whether 
he was entitled to speak on this 
point. As far as he was personally con- 
cerned he would make no objection, but 
he would not like to place an undue 
strain on hon. Gentlemen behind him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Would it not be more satisfactory to take 
the lrish Land Bill on Friday 4 





Welling- | 


Is it | 


The | 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot very 
conveniently do so, but the point shall be 
| settled before to-morrow. 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
{asked the Prime Minister whether it 
| would not be well to give some decision 
on that point at once in order that Mem- 
| bers might know what to expect. 


Committee of the | 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
| LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J, 
BALFouR, Manchester, E.): If there 
were any chance of finishing the Irish 
Land Bill on Friday, | think it would 
be worth while making a great effort to 
| bring about such a result, and, for that, 
the cunvenience of even the most 
important Member of the House might 
ibe waived. But unless some prospect 
can be held out of such a result | think 
it will be best to adhere to the original 
proposal. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Anxious as 
I am to facilitate the passage of the Bill, 
i I feel it would be utterly impossible to 
| finish it on Friday. 


I will con | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : I hope the Chief Secretary will 
inot entertain the idea of taking the 
| financial clauses after midnight. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, I do not think 
| we should do that. I understand the 
| idea to be that if at twelve o’clock a non- 
contentious matter is under discussion 
it should be carried to completion. 


be proceeded with, and full notice will be | That point will be considered. 


given before it is again taken. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Can | 
the Chief Secretary for Lreland see his | 
way to prolong the sitting a little after | 


VOL. CXXIV. [FourtH Series.] 


| 
AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 


Ordered, that the Report and Minutes 
of Evidence of the Select Committee on 
the Cottage Home Bill, of Session 1899, 
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{COMMONS} 


and the Report and Minutes of Evidence | 


of the Select 
Deserving Poor, in the same session, be 
referred to the Select Committee on the 
Aged Pensioners Bill.— (Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from, the 
Committee of Selection; That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on 


Committee on Aged section 3 of this section shal 


Law and Courts of Justice and Legal 


Procedure, the following fifteen Members 
in respect of the Town QGouncils (Scot- 
Jand) Bill:—Sir William Arrol, Mr. 
Asher, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Caldwell, 
Mr. Crombie, Colonel Denny, Mr. 
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(4) Such sums of money as may from time to 
time be required for the er of Sub- 
be advanced by 
the Land Commission on the demand of the 
Estates Commissioners out of the reserve 
fund. (5) In case any landlord shall sell 
directly, under the provisions of the Land 
Purchase Acts, to former tenants of holdings 
upon his estate, or shall re-instate former 
tenants in their holdings as tenants thereof, 
the powers conferred by this section shall 
apply in the same manner as if the estate were 
vested in the Land Commission.” 
Chief 


After the explanations of the 


Secretary on the previous day he did 
|not think a lengthy discussion would 


Charles Douglas, Mr. James M’Killop, , 


Mr. W. J. Maxwell, Mr. Nicol, Mr. 
Pirie, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. 
Solicitor-General for Scotland, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason, and Mr. Wylie. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE BILL 
[LorDs. ] 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 261.] 


IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowtner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the chair.] 


Clause 11. bea 
Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN 


moved to insert the following sub- 
sections at the end of the clause :— 

“(3) The powers conferred upon the Land 
Commission by Sub-section 1 of this section 
shall extend to the repair and rebuilding of 
houses and out-oflices upon holdings surren- 


or the Estate Commissioners may, if they | 


think fit, instead of exercising the said powers, 
make an advance to any such former tenant 


be necessary. There appeared to be 
an agreement on the main object—the 
only question was how it should be 
worked out. They were all agreed as 
to the desirability of reinstatement 
wherever it was possible, and they were 
alsoagreedthat the Estates Comunissioners 


should have power to facilitate friendly 
|arrangements with that object. 
being so, there could be no doubt that 
'some small provision ought to be made 
'to give the poor re-instated tenant, a 
. fresh start in life. 


That 


No one would dream 
of leaving them in the position of mere 
paurers, without the means of carrying 
on their business, and at the mercy of the 


| gombeen man. Twoor three points would 
ari‘e in connection with that Amend- 
| ment. 


The Chie- Secretary had pro- 
mised to try and find some words which 


/would remove any possibility of doubt 


in the Irish law Courts hereafter as to 


| the sufficiency of the powers they were 
'agreed that the Estates Commissioners 
‘ought to have. 
| Gentleman 


(Cork) | 


Was the right hon. 
now prepared with any 
suggestion as to that? The second 
point was whether the works which the 
clause authorised the Commissioners 
to execute for the improvement of an 
estate included advances for restocking 
the land. He feared that that was not 


he " _at all clear, and he could see no reason 
dered to them under the provisions of this Act, | 


when reinstated in his holding for the purpose | 


of repairing or rebuilding upon his holding, 


and for the restocking of the same, of such | 
sum of money as they may deem necessary. | 


For the purposes of this sub-section, the 
expression ‘former tenant’ shall, in case said 
former tenant shall have died, include his 


| 
} 
| 
| 
} 
| 


why some specific words, such as were 
suggested in his Amendment, should not 
be inserted. The third point was this. 
As the Oommittee were aware, Clause 
11 only dealt with cases where the 
land was vested in the Land Commis- 


_sioners themselves, and gave no power 


for dealing with what he believed would 


heir or personal representative, or, if no repre-| be the great majority of cases, 7¢., 


sentative shall have been raised to him, such 
rson as may be nominated by the Estates 


transactions that had taken place 


Jommissioners as his personal representative. | directly between landlord and tenant. 
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He could not imagine the right hon. 
Gentleman ever intended that there 
should be any such glaring inequality 
between the two classes of sales. If he 
was not prepared to accept that Amend- 
ment as it stood on the Paper, he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would, at 
any rate, not object to adding some 
such words as would make the new 
clause read, ‘‘ The Land Commissioners 
may, where an estate or untenanted 
land is vested in them, or where the 
sale, as between landlord and tenant, 
has been sanctioned by the Land 
Commissioners,” etc. No doubt, where 
an estate was not vested in the Land 
Commissioners, they might feel some 
difficulty about interfering directly 
themselves, and carrying out any actual 
improvements, but the object could be 
equally well accomplished if they had 
power to make advances to the new 
purchasers, as the Board of Works did 
at present. The words he suggested 
would answer the purpose, and give the 
Commissioners full powers to deal with 
the two classes of sales. They would 
leave no room for misconception, would 
settle the matter once for all, and leave 
no bitter memories behind. They all 
wanted to secure a clean settlement, 
and he therefore hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would not be too punciilious, 
but would accept words which, un- 
doubtedly, would remove a formidable | 
obstacle to the smooth working of the | 


Bill. 


{30 JUNE 1903} 





Amendment proposed— 


} 

“In page 7, line 20, at end, to add the words, | 
‘(3) The powers conferred upon the Land Com- | 
mission by Sub-section 1 of this section shall | 
extend to the repair and rebuilding of houses 
and out-offices upon holdings surrendered to 
them under the provisions of this Act, or the 
Estates Commissioners may, if they think fit, 
instead of exercising the said powers, make an 
advance to any such former tenant when re- 
instated in his holding for the purpose of 
repairing or rebuilding upon his holding, and 
for the restocking of the same, of such sum of 
money as they may deem necessary. For the 
purposes of this sub-section the expression, 
‘former tenant’ shall, in case said former 
tenant shall have died, include his heir or 
personal representative, or, if no representative 
shall have been raised to him, such person as 
may be nominated by the Estates Commis- 
sioners as his personal representative. (4) Such 
sums of money as may from time to time be 
required for the purposes of Sub-section 3 of 
this section shall be advanced by the Land 
Commission on the demand of the Estates 
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Commissioners out of the reserve fund. (5) In 
case any landlord shall sell directly, under the 
rovisions of the Land Purchase Acts, to 
ormer tenants of holdings upon his estate, or 
shall reinstate former tenants in their holdings 
as tenants thereof, the powers conferred by 
this section shall apply in the same manner as 
if the estate were vested in the Land Com- 
mission.’”—(Mr. William O’ Brien.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) thought the 
point a very important one. He was, he 
said, confident that on the part of land- 
lords there was no objection to the rein- 
statement of tenants on fair terms, subject 
to the condition that no pressure should be 
brought to bear upon existing tenants to 
give up possession. He noted with satis- 
faction that hon. Members opposite had 
declared most strongly that they would 
deprecate any such pressure, and he hoped 
the Chief Secretary would see his way to 
clear upa doubt that arose on Sub-section 
2 of the clause. It might be said the effect 
was to give the Commissioners compulsory 
powers to turn out a tenant in possession 
to make room for some other tenant. He 
knew that that was not the desire of hon. 
Members opposite, and he therefore trusted 
that the right hon. Gentleman would add 
words which would bring the sub-section 
more into harmony with the wishes enter- 
tained on both sides of the House. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover) said it 
was clear they were all agreed as to their 
object, and desired to find the best 
method of reaching it. He had given 
expression to his own desire to make the 
section work without any chance of 
friction, and he would introduce words to 
remove any doubt that might be enter- 
tained in any quarter as to the meaning 
of the clause as it stood. He was clear 
that Clause 11 would cover the object, 
but he was quite willing to make it clear 
to the hon. Member for Cork. He was 
sure that the Estates Commissioners would 
not use the compulsory powers of the 
Congested Districts Act of 1901 against 
the universal opinion of the House ; but 
if there was any doubt, by all means let 
it be cleared up. Having said that, he 
repeated what he had said before, that 
there was some danger, in fact very great 
danger, in seeking by a number of specific 
directions to arrive at the intention. 
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For instance, “advances for stock” were 
words used by the hon. Member for Cork, | 
and the question of loan arose, and if. 
transfer and rearrangement of holdings | 
were not mentioned, that would raise 
doubts. Specific enactments would raise | 
the presumption that the powers of the 
Commissioners were less than they, were 
under the clause as it stood. In the first 
sub-section he felt clear in his own mind 
that no phrase could be wider than “the 
Commissioners may, where an estate or 
untenanted land is vested in them, take 
such steps to execute such works as may 
appear expedient for the benefit or im- 
provement of the estate.” 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN : Does the 
word “ works ” include advances ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said there was no 
limitation. The Commissioners would 
“take such steps.” He did not think 
any doubt arose, but if any doubt 
could arise it could only be in respect to 
the object for which the steps were to be 
taken for “the benefit or improvement 
of the estate.” The way to resolve the 
doubt was not to make the clause more 
specific, but to make it wider still, and 
therefore he suggested the addition of 
the words, “or for the use or enjoy- 
ment thereof, or generally forthe purposes 
of this Act.” Having dealt with one 
point he thought he ought to deal with 
the other. But if they removed the doubt 
on one side they ought also to remove 
the doubt on the other. He therefore 
suggested the addition of the proviso, 
‘Provided also that the powers 
mentioned in Section 1 of the Act of 
1901 shall not be exercised by the 
Land Commission unless they certify 


to the Lord Lieutenant that those ' 
powers are necessary for the benefit 
or improvement of the congested 


estate.” He would propose the insertion 
of those two Amendments at the present 
stage, reserving the right of reconsider- 
ing their full legal effect on the Report 
stage. There were considerable difficulties 
in the way of extending the application 
of the powers to estates not vested in 
the Land Commission. 
were so great that he had not yet 
attempted to grapple with them, and 
while he hoped that before the Report 
stage something would be done, he was 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


‘ matters should be considered. 


The difficulties | 
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not very sanguine of success. Tho 
same difficulty arose on Clause 13 with 
regard to sub-tenancies and middlemen. 
It was very hard to use the authority 
of a public body and public funds except 
in regard to property which was vested 


in that body, and he would only be 


delaying the Committee if he attempted 
to do it. He suggested that the hon. 
Member should withdraw his Amend- 
ment, that the Amendment he had 
indicated should be inserted, and that 
the Committee should leave to the 
Report stage the consideration of the 
possibility of extending the applica- 


‘tion of the powers to estates on which 


all the arrangements were made between 
landlord and tenant. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said that as 
the right hon. Gentleman recognised 
the undesirability of there being any 
inequality between the two classes 
of sales, he could not imagine there 
would be any serious difficulty in finding 
some way of providing against it. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) held that if a tenant was required 
to give up his holding for the benefit 
of the country or of the estate, he 
ought to come out better than he went 
in; therefore it should be considered 
whether the Lands Clauses Act should 
not in some degree apply in such cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that all these 
It should 
be borne in mind, however, that these 
transfers were to be perfectly voluntary 
transactions. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘““In page 7, line 7, after the word ‘land’ 
to add the words ‘or for the use or epjuy- 
ment thereof or generally for the purpuse 
of this Act.’”—( Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amend ment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, after line 20, to add the words, 

‘ Provided also that the powers mentioned in 

| Section 1 of the said Act of 1901 shall not be 

| exercised by the Land Commission unless the 
t 
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Commission certify to the Lord Lieutenant 
that those powers are necessary for the benefit 
or eaueesens of the congested estate.’ ”— 
«Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 12. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the policy 
underlying the Amendment he now) 


proposed to move was that an asset 
ought not to be destroyed. An exclusive 
sporting right was an asset, no matter 
to whom it belonged, which, if dispersed, 
it was so difficult to collect again that 
it was really destroyed. The Govern- 
ment, therefore, held that, without 
prejudice to any other question, where 
there was an exclusive right it should be 
preserved. Where the landlord wished to 
reserve the right to himself he should be 
able to do so. Where the landlord did 
not reserve the right it was to be 
vested, at any rate for the present, in 
the Land Commission. The Govern- 
ment considered that a big Land Bill 
need not be overloaded to save rights of 
very little value, or of less value than 
exclusive rights. He begged to move— 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn e 7, line 21, to leave out Sub-section 
(1), and insert the words (1) ‘ Where at the 
time of the sale of any land to the Land 
‘Commission or to tenants or others the vendor 
has, subject to the provisions of the Ground 
Game Act, 1880, the exclusive sporting rights, 
those rights may be expressly reserved by 
him. (2) Where such sporting rights are not 
expressly reserved the sporting rights shall 
vest in the Land Commission. (3) Where any 
sporting rights become vested in the Land 
Commission, those rights may be disposed of 
by them as they think expedient, having due 
regard to the interests of the purchasers of the 
land. (4) The expression ‘sporting rights’ 
includes any right of hunting, shooting, fishing, 
and taking game or fish on any land.’”—(Mr. 
Wyndham. ) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section ' 
1 stand part ot the clause.” 


Me. T. M. HEALY (Louth, 


N.) 
said the proposal of the Govern- 
ment was a very bad one, and he 
disliked it extremely. Nobody was 
more desirous than he to see sport 
preserved in Ireland, and he agreed that 
4 sporting right was an asset which if 
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|once destroyed was very difficult to 
recover. Ina great many cases it was 
useless to preserve the right on small 
farms, while if everybody was given the 
right, say,.to fish, the subject matter of 
\the right was really destroyed. The 
, question was, had the Government done 
'the right thing, and was this solution a 
| proper one? He thought it was not, 
‘for unless they had the goodwill of the 
tenants towards the settlement all these 
provisions were worthless. The Irish 
were a sport-loving people, and desired 
people to come amongst them, and it 
might be a matter of extreme profit that 
sportsnien should come amongst them. 
Did this proposal give that incentive to 
the people He maintained that it did 
not. This proposal was unnecessary, 
because the landlords could reserve 
those rights without this clause at all. 
So far as the law was concerned, there 
was no necessity at all for the provision 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
just moved, which provided that — 


““Where at the time of sale of any land to 
the Land Commission, orto tenantsor others, the 
vendor has, subject te the provisions of the 
Ground Game Act, 1880, the exclusive sportin 
rights, those rights may be expressly reserv 
by him.” 


The question was, what ought to be 
done to tempt the tenants to give up 
rights to which they attached great 
sentimental value? The landlord should 
not be allowed to make those reserv- 
ations, and there ought to be a_ specific 
reduction in the price if the landlord did 
make such reservations. The game 
should either be reserved as a whole or 
not at all. He suggested that the 
sporting rights should be vested in the 
County Councils, or if that was 
objectionable they should be vested in 
the Agricultural Board, and that Board 
might issue licences. He did not make 
that suggestion in any hostile spirit 
towards either the landlords in Ireland 
or in the House of Commons. His 
anxiety was that as the landlords might 
desire to live on their demesnes, they 
should have their own sporting rights, 
but they should not desire to eat their 
cake and have it He would give them 
aright of pre-emption or first-letting, 
and he thought the Agricultural Board 
under Mr. Plunkett was hardly likely 
to do anything hostile to the landlords. 
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The tenants of Ireland should under- | Chief Secretary’s proposal dealt with 
stand that this national asset would go|cases where the landlord had _re- 
in relief of their rates or in some other | served the exclusive sporting rights, 
way to relieve their burdens. This was|and the effect of this proposal was to 
a matter upon which there was a con- | reserve those rights after sale. 
siderable amount of friction. Questions| An estate was a sort of chessboard 
of malicious injuries would arise as to | dotted with the landlord’s exclusive 
the burning of heather and other rights, with concurrent rights, 
matters. A match mightseta mountain and with rights exclusively the 
on fire, and it might be dropped by a tenant’s. His contention was that 
gamekeeper in negligence. This pro-|they ought nct to extinguish either 
posal might lead to the leasing of the | the landlords’ concurrent rights, or the 
sporting rights to strangers who tenants’ exclusive rights. There were 
might not be resident in Ireland. a good many tenants who had exclusive 
There was a considerable amount of rights, and they ought not to extin- 
feeling on this question in many districts guish them. The Amendment which he 
in Ireland, and the best way to get over wished to propose was for the purpose of 
the difficulty, in his opinion, was that enabling game in considerable areas, 
the Government should vest those where these various rights existed, to be 
rights either in the County Council or preserved. If they did not do something 
the Agricultural Board, and thelandlord in this direction, this great national 
would have the first right to lease those asset would disappear. The hon. and 
lettings at some rent which would learned Member for Louth said that, 
enable the tenants to benefit by insuring whether they had rights on paper or 
that this amount would be placed parchment did not matter, for they 
against some local burdens which the were no use unless they had the good- 
tenant at present discharged. will of the tenants as well. In order to 

evoke a little more discussion, he begged 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said * move his first Amendment. 
this was a very important ques- 
tion, because it must be remembered Amendment proposed— 
that this Bill professed to attract land- «tf» jine 5, leave out Sub-section (2), and 
lords to sell. He did not know what insert— (2) Where the vendor has a right, 
attraction they were offering by threaten- other than an exclusive right, to exercise sport 
ing to extinguish the sporting rights, or ing rig ts over any lands, he shall be entitled, 
P é i ‘ nin the prescribed time, to purchase up 
if the landlord was to be walled up in such exclusive right at such price as the Land 
his own demesne. It was in the in- Commission shall, in default of agreement 
terests of this Bill that they should between the vendor and the tenant, fix, and 
approach this question from the point of ih, Rete shall be paid to the tenant by the 
view of inducing the landlord to sell of the estate. (3) Subject to the provisions 
and to remain in Ireland. Whether aforesaid, the sporting rights over the lands 
the landlords remained or not very shall vest in the Land Commission.’ ” —(Sir 
much depended upon whether life eee 
would be tolerable there for them, and 
whether there was sufficient scope for | 
that energy and recreation which had 
made Scotland the rich country it was_ 
at present. Sporting rights were a/| 
_ a gna asset, and anything that 
was done to diminish or extinguish 
that asset was not merely Pon the that the clause should be dropped. He 
interests of landlords, but also against did not regard the law as it stood as 
the interests of Ireland as a whole, | Satisfactory at all, but it was not because 
He had put down some Amendments a — the present law unsatis- 
meas Wider Mesto:  ueaiie actory that he made this suggestion. 
ary $ proposal, ' If they examined the notice Paper they 
and he would explain his reasons would find that the Amendments to this 
for doing so very shortly. The! clause, of which notice had been given, 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. and gal- 
lant Member's Amendment is not in 
order until the words proposed to be 
left out of the clause are struck out. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) suggested 
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extended to nearly four pages. Know- 
ing the enormous diversity of opinion on 
the question that existed in the House 
he believed they would sce clearly that it 
was impossible to contemplate the dis- 
cussion of this clause without setting 
aside some hours for it. If that were so 
had the matter at issue the fimportance 
which was likely to be attached to it? 
Even from the point of view of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite was it worth the 
long struggle and the great waste of 
time which it would involve? The hon. 
Member for Louth suggested one course 
that might be taken. He knew that 
view was held by some hon. Members— 
namely, to transfer the game rights to 
the Agricultural Department. That was 
a course which he himself would resist 
with all his power. It might be that 
in some respects the Agricultural Depart- 
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ment was doing good work, but he was 
not a great lover of that Department in | 
other respects. The proposal that the | 
Agricultural Department should have | 
the whole country covered with game: | 
keepers would be the prelude to a very | 
prolonged and conscientious debate from | 
these benches. But after all what was | 
the object the landlords desired to} 
achieve by this clause? Under the | 
present law, as had been pointed out by 
the hon. and learned Member for Louth, 
the landlords could specially reserve 
shooting rights. He was very sorry for 
it. He recognised, however, that if he 
end avoured to force his view on the 
Committee he should probabiy be de- | 
feated. He objected to the present | 
power which enabled a landlord to| 
specially reserve game rights. But what | 
more did the landlords want? The | 
present state of the law was from his 
point of view very unsatisfactory, but 
he thought the landlords would not be 
well advised if they insisted on debating 
this clause, in consuming a great deal of 
time over it, and giving rise to a con- 
siderable amount of feeling. Although 
he did not for a moment put this 
question on the same level as the 
questions which arose on the first and 
fifth clauses, it was a question which 
somehow or other would tend to develop 
heat perhaps very much in excess of its 
importance. He shared altogether the 
view expressed by hon. Members opposite 
that there was a good deal of sham ip a 
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discussion over shooting rights, Could 
anyone suppose that if this House tried 
to force on the people of Ireland any 
provision regarding game or sporting 
rights which the people did not like, 
they would be able to do so? Of course 
they would not. People throughout 
Ireland would kill the game if they put 
in this Act provisions which they did 
not like, and in that case the game 
would be far more likely to be exter- 
minated. Every intelligent Nationalist 
would feel it to be his duty to go and 
kill as much game as possible in order 
to protest against the provisions. It 
had not been so easy to preserve game 
in the past, but would it be easier in the 
future if the landlords insisted on this 
clause after the land was in the hands of 
the people themselves? They could not 
preserve game in Ireland against the 
public opinion in that country. There- 
fore to force through Committee against 
the general opinion on these benches 
any provisions with regard to game 
would be disastrous to the objects which 
the Jandlords themselves had in view. 
He thought they should not arouse 
sleeping dogs. 

The hon. and gallant Member spoke 
of the enormous wealth which had been 
brought to Scotland by the ex- 
istence of game. That was a kin! 
of wealth they did not want in Ireland. 
He had spoken to English tourists in 
the West of Ireland himself who, with 
the best possible intentions, said to him : 
“Why don’t you turn these hills and 
waste places into game preserves and 
deer forests and bring over rich Englisli- 
men?” He replied: “ We want none of 
your deer forests in Ireland. You have 
driven the people out of the good land 
in Ireland and your sporting people 
would drive them out of the hills 
and bogs.” He was not a sportsman 
himself and although he was not an 
irreconcilable on this question of game, 
he did not hold the view that the tuture 
prosperity of Ireland was much tied up 
in this question. The fishing rights in 
the great rivers were not involved in this 
matter. They were different properties 
and would be dealt with separately. 
Under the present law the great fisheries 
were sold altogether separately from tle 
landed estates. The real question at 
issue under this clause had reference to 
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small trout in the rivers, and, of course, 





the game that lived on the land. He) ; 
give them a property which they had 


said that rather than see any attempt to 
turn the West of Ireland, or any part of 
the country, into what the Highlands of 
Scotland now were, he would prefer to 
see the last head of game killed in 
Ireland. If the people of the West of 
Ireland got it into their heads that there 
was any such scheme hidden in this 
clause there would be very little game left 
forsportsmen. His advice tothe Govern 
ment was to drop this clause. If they 
went on with it they could not reason- 
ally ask the Committee to consent to 
pass it in a rush. If they found on 
inquiry next year, or the year after, 
that the County Councils and the other 
parties concerned, could come to some 
agreement on the question, then they 
could introduce a separate Bill. It was 
a matter which might be dealt with in 
a short Bill, but to have a debate of this 
character in the middle of the Land Bill 
would not conduce to progress or peace. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL — For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.) said the suggestion of the 
hon. Gentleman—and apparently it was 
the only suggestion made—was to leave 
things as they were. ‘lhe result of that 
first of all would be to destroy what had 
been most properly called a valuable 
national asset; in the next place it 
would take away almost every attrac- 
tion tolive in Ireland the landlord had ; 
and in the third place it would leave 
matters in inextricable confusion and 


difficulty. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
Under the Ashbourne Act have not the 
tenants the game ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said he would 
answer that questionina moment. How 
did things stand at present under the 
Purchase Acts when a property was 
sold? The !.and Commission was obliged 
to vest inthe vendee the fee-simple of 
the land and discharge all claims. 
Prima facie that would mean the exclusive 
right to game for the owner. ‘There 
were three classes of tenants in Ireland. 
There were the tenants over whose hold- 
ings the right of game was reserved 


exclusively to the landlords at the time 


Mr. Dillon. 
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clusive right in the tenants would be to 


not purchased at all. The property was 
not theirs, it was their landlord’s. They 
did not buy it because, it being reserved 
to the landlords, the conveyance was 
made to the tenants exclusive of those 
rights. The tenant at the time his rent 
was fixed consented that those rights 
should be reserved. His rent was fixed 
irrespective of the exclusive right fixed 
on the property giving him no right of 
game. Now the Government provided 
in this clause that the conveyance in 
that case should be made, giving the 
tenant that which h: had purchased, 
and giving the landlord that which he 
reserved at the time the rent was fixed. 
The other two classes of cases were 
where the rent was fixed without any 
express reservation of game rights. 
That was a most confused condition of 
things because if the hon. Gentleman 
referred to the 5th Section of the Act of 
1881, he would see that there was a 
kind of joint sporting property. Nothing 
could be more unsatisfactory than that 
land should be conveyed to the tenant 
with that kind of joint right existing. 
Yet if they vested it in the landlord they 
injured the tenant, and if they vested it 
in the tenant they injured the landlord. 
What they said in that case was that if 
the landlord chose to arrange with the 
tenant for money that he would give 
him the exclusive interest in that joint 
right. then they could carry out the 
sale, and the exclusive right so bargained 
for as a separate and independent 
transaction between man and man 
would be preserved on the purchase. 
There was one way of conciliating the 
tenant, and inducing him to acquiesce, 
and that was to pay him for the right. 
And when the landlord had once got the 
exclusive right, he could come the next 
day and sell it to his tenant. The third 
case was that of the ordinary tenant 
from year to year who. had more ex- 
tended rights. In the same way, they 
said to the landlord by this clause, “ If 
you want the exclusive sporting rights, 
you} must reserve them, of course by 
piying for them, and when you have 
got the exclusive rights come into the 
Land Court and arrange the convey- 
ance.” , If he did not choose to do that, 
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then theexclusive rights went into the 
Land Commission. Observe, this pro- 
vision gave nothing to the landlord for 
which he had not paid. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 
All three cases may exist on the same 
property and get mixed up ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said “yes”; and 
therefore he submitted that the only 
effectual way of dealing with the matter 
was that where the landlord had already 
got the sporting rights to preserve them, 
where he had not got them and wanted 
to get them, let him buy and acquire 
the rights. If he did not think it worth 
while to buy, then such sporting rights 
as there were, were reserved to the Land 
Commission. Any other arrangement 
would lead to the utmost confusion. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
this appeared to him to be one of the 
most difficult questions with which the 
Committee had to deal. But he could 
not at all admit the argument of the 
right hon. the Attorney-General for 
Ireland. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman seemed to forget that the 
very foundation of this Act of Parlia- 
ment, when passed into law, was to 
abolish altogether the relation of land- 
lord and tenant. As they all knew, the 
right of hunting, fishing, and shooting 
originated in the old feudal system when 
the landlord was the lord of the soil and 
when he let the soil to the occupier with 
ceftain rights reserved, either expressly 
or impliedly. But the moment the 
landlord parted with his estate, inde- 
pendently of this Act altogether, these 
rights were gone. And when the Land 
Commission now purchased a property 
from a landlord the latter ceased to have 
any right whatever in that land. He 
became as complete a stranger to it as 
any Member of this House who had 
never been in Ireland in his life. It would 
be an anomaly in law, without any parallel 
or principle, if the tenant who had 
bought the fee-simple of the land sub- 
ject tothe payment—not to the landlord 
but to the State — of the purchase 
annuity fora certain number of years, was 
not the owner of the rights of shooting, 
fishing, and hunting. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said that it had been 
decided over and over again by the 
Gourts that under the Ashbourne Act 
the sporting rights were reserved to the 
landlord on the sale of the holding. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said that was under 
an express provision of that Act, 
which was not adopted in this Bill. He 
agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
that it was most important that the 
game should be preserved. It would, 
he thought, be a loss to Ireland if the 
game and the fishing in fresh-water 
rivers were not preserved in some way 
or another; but certainly they could 
not be preserved by giving them tu a 
person who had parted with the estate 
altogether. It would be better to leave 
Clause 12 as it stood— 

“* Where any right of hunting, shooting, fish- 
ing, and taking game or fixh on any land, be- 
comes vested in the Land Commission, that 
right may be disposed of by them as they 
think expedient.” 


That vested in the Land Commission 
this incorporeal right of fishing, hunt- 
ing, and shooting, and they must deal 
with it for the benefit of the public and 
the neighbourhood generally. The only 
argument that could be advanced by 
the hon. and gallant Member for Yar- 
mouth was that the late landlord would 
be induced to continue to occupy the 
demesne which he was supposed to buy 
back. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: And might 
be induced to sell the rest of his estate. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said he had no 
doubt the landlord would be only too 
anxious to sell. The thing would be to 
get the tenant to deal with the landlord. 
He quite sympathised with the hon. and 
gallant Member that he might be the 
victim occasionally of ennui in a remote 
part of Ireland, but that would be 
obviated at once if this clause which it 
was proposed to reject were allowed to 
remain as in the original ill. What 
would be easier than for the Land Com- 
mission to give a lease of the shooting, 
fishing, and hunting to the occupant of 
the demesne? He confessed that his 
plan would be that this incorporeal 
right should enure for public pur- 
poses, and that it should be vested in 
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some public body. He was no lover of 
Government Boards, and, like the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, he would rather 
it should be vested in the County Councils, 
who were representative bodies for public 
purposes. The County Councils might 
perhaps adopt the view of the hon. 
and gallant Member—though he hoped 
they would not—and turn Ireland into 
something like the Highlands of Scotland 
and cover it with deer forests and 
grouse moors. It should be recollected 
that under the existing law—a law 
which existed long before the Ashbourne 
Act —a tenant from year to year has an 
absolute right to the game; and it was 
only where there was a lease that the 
shooting, fishing, and hunting were 
reserved to the lessor. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said there were two 
important points on which they were all 
agreed. One was that it was desirable 
and necessary to preserve sporting rights 
in Ireland as a national asset. The 
other was that if they allowed sporting 
rights to be split up among a large 
number of small holdings, those rights 
would cease to exist. Therefore, it 
was necessary to adopt some means 
of preserving them. He would appeal 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite to approach 
this question in the same conciliatory 
spirit which, it would be admitted, 
was shown by hon. Members on his 
own side of the House on more im- 
portant matters. The hon. Member for 
East Mayo very truly said that more 
important matters had been dealt with 
in a spirit of agreement, and he thought 
it was not too much to ask hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to approach this question 
in a similar spirit of conciliation. This 
was not only a landlord’s question ; it 
was also a tenant’s question. It was 
necessary that resident landlords should 
have sport. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, W.) said 
there would be no landlords. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said it would be most 
important that former landlords should 
continue to reside in the country and 
spend the money they would receive 
under this Bill in the country. An 
hon. Gentleman said that many persons 
who resided in Ireland suffered from 
ennui. He would assume that that was 
the result of want of sport. It was 


Mr, Hemphill, 
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said that fox-hunting ought to be suf- 
ficient ; but there were many counties where 
fox-hunting did not exist, and it would 
be desirable to supplement that form of 
sport with shooting and fishing. What 
was the solution proposed by the Chief 
Secretary ! It was a most reasonable one 
and amounted to this: that where the 
landlord had acquired and was in posses- 
sion of exclusive rights of sporting, he 
should be allowed to keep those rights. 


948. 


Mr. REDDY asked if the hon. Gentle- 
man ever knew of a landlord having the 


right to shoot over another man’s 
property. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said that a large 
part of the shooting in this country was 
over land not the property of the persons 
shooting. A very great proportion of 
the sporting rights in this country were 
exercised by persons who did not own any 
land. But, of course, in Ireland, as in 
this country, sporting rights could not be 
exercised without the goodwill of the 
occupiers of the soil. He frankly admitted 
that. The landlord who had sporting 
rights, and who was disagreeable to the 
tenants, he would even say who did not 
do his utmost to conciliate the tenants, 
would get very bad shooting indeed. 
What he anticipated was, that if the 
shooting rights were reserved to the 
landlord under this Bill he would take 
excellent care to be on the best of terms 
with his former tenants and to see that 
they co-operated with him in preserving 
the game. ‘Therefore he ventured to 
think that the Chief Secretary’s clause, 
so far from promoting bad_ relations, 
would go far to promote good relations. 
So much for the rights which were the 
exclusive property of the landlord. As 
regarded rights which were not exclusive 
rights the Chief Secretary proposed 
what had been proposed by two or three 
hon. Gentlemen—that they should be 
vested in a public body. The Chief 
Secretary proposed the Land Commission ; 
the right hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken proposed the County Councils ; 
and the hon. Member for North Louth 
proposed the Department of Agriculture. 
Which of those public bodies should have 
the non-exclusive sporting rights vested 
in them was a fair matter tor cliscussion ;. 
but if it was agreed that those rights 
should be vested in a public body it would 
not be difficult to agree as to the particular 
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body to be selected. He ventured to 
suggest to hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
they would be doing a service to the Bill 
if they would come to some reasonable 
settlement on this matter. If any Amend- 
ment were necessary to the Chief Secre- 
tary’s proposal it could be moved later. 


Mr WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said he thought it was a matter of great 
regret that the Government should have 
given rise to this discussion by introducing 
the clause, because, as far as he understood 
there was absolutely no need for it. At 
the present time there was perfect free- 
dom as regarded sporting rights between 
those who bought and those who sold. 


Mr! ATKINSON said it would be 
absolutely necessary to introduce a clause 
to vest the sporting rights in a public 


body. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
was not the Amendment. He spoke on 
the matter as one who was most anxious 
that the game should be preserved as 
far as possible in Ireland ; and it was 
because he was certain that if the people 
were g.ven the idea that when they 
bought their land they would be de- 
prived of the sporting richts there would 
be no game at all that he regretted that 
the Government had brought in this 
clause. It appeared to him that under 
this clause it would be perfectly open to a 
tenant to refuse to purchase his holding 
unless the question of the sporting rights 
was satisfactorily settled. The Chief 
Secretary in his Amendment said that 
exclusive sporting rights might be 
expressly reserved to the landlord. 
What was the necessity of that? If a 
landlord were making a bargain with 
atenant he would be at liberty to reserve 
anything he pleased. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that it was 
necessary to insert a provision in order 
to prevent any previous arrangement 
being destroyed by the sale. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
Wished to ask whether it would not 
meet the case if a clause were inserted 
in the Bill setting forth that where 
land was to be sold the matter of 
sporting rights should be a matter of 
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agreement as between landlord and 
tenant. Asfar as he understood it, that 
was the law at present. He believed 
that it would be an easy matter to come 
to an agreement. The tenants were all 
fond of sport, and the great majority of 
the landlords were also interested in it ; 
and that being the case, what reason 
was there for believing that an agreement 
could not be arrived at. They were 
about to trust landlords and tenants to 
come to an agreement as to whether 
land should be sold, and the price at 
which it was to be sold; yet, they 
would not allow landlords or tenants 
to come to an agreement between 
themselves as to sporting rights. It 
seemed to him to be crediting both 
the landlord and the tenant with a spirit 
of unreasonableness that they did not 
possess. In Ireland the law had not 
always been popular, and a great many 
of these troubles would never have 
occurred between the classes if the law 
had let them alone and had not inter- 
fered with them. He believed the land- 
lords and the tenants would come to an 
agreement in this matter if they were 
not hemmed in by restrictions and 
reservations. If they said that the 
tenants when they bought their land 
were to allow strangers to trespass in 
pursuit of game they would raise very 
great trouble indeed in Ireland. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
leave the law as it now stood and to 
allow the landlords and the tenants to 
make a fair and free bargain with regard 
to the sporting rights. He hoped the 
m nds of the people who purchased their 
holdings would be disabused with regard 
to this matter, and that they would be 
given to understand that they could 
stick to the game if they chose. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the policy? of 
the hon. Gentleman was the policy the 
Government had endeavoured to express- 
in this first sub-section— 

‘* Where at the time of sale of any land to. 
the Land Commission, or to tenants or others, 
the vendor has... the exclusive sporting 
rights, those rights may be expressly re- 
served by him.” 

If the hon. Member wished the law to re- 
main as it was, and if this clause expressed 
what the law was, they were agreed as to 
policy. [Cries of, “No, no.”] Then he: 
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‘did not follow the hon. Gentleman. The | 
hon. Gentleman wished to leave the 
matter where it was. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said matters as they 
‘were now were in a bad state they 
‘wished to leave them in a better state, 
‘but their solution was not the solution 
of the Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was a matter 
of law not of policy ; the hon. and learned 
Member was entitled to express an 
opinion on the law, but the Government 
must act on the advice they had. They 
‘were advised that unless they could get 
some definition such as was contained in 
this first sub-clause, the matter was in 
doubt. The law as it now stood seemed 
to be that if the exclusive right was with 
the landlord he could keep it. They 
took no account of joint-rights in the 
purchase agreement. There was no 
attempt to collect them together and' 
put them in. All they said was that if a 
landlord had created an exclusive right 
it could not be left in doubt, it existed 
as a piece of property ; it might be worth 
£200 a year, and they could not leave 
property worth £200 a year in doubt. 


Mr. WOOD (Down, E.) pointed out that 
it was a matter of arrangement between 
the landlord and the tenant, and the tenant 
would take into consideration the value 
of the sporting rights in the price at 
which he purchased. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that was pre- 
cisely the position. They said the fee 
when conveyed should not cover that 
property, but that when it was not 
reserved by the landlord it should go to 
the Land Commission, but that if the 
landlord wished to reserve the sporting 
rights he should be able to do so by agree- 
ment, which was exactly what the hon. 
Member for Clare suggested. They only 
simplified the phraseology of the declara- 
tion which contirmed the desire expressed 
by all, that the landlords and tenants 
should arrange this mutter as they 
thought best. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said the 
‘whole principle of the Bill was to do away 
‘with those strange anomalies which 
they found in Ireland as the result of 
‘tthe Land Bills of the last twenty-five 


Mr, Wyndham. 
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years. If they did away with the sport- 
ing rights the question for the Com- 
mittee was this: The sporting rights 
were one of the most valuable assets in 
the country. If they were to be vested 
in the Commission, let the landlord, if he 
desired, have the first refusal of them 
at a rental, to be paid to the County or 
District Council in whose district the 
rights were, to be used for public pur- 
poses. This Bill broke up Ireland into 
a country of peasant proprietors, and 
one of the dangers of a country of 
peasant proprietors was the wholesale 
destruction of the feathered kind. That 
was the reason of the phylloxera visita- 
tion which came upon the countries 
where there had been an indiscriminate 
destruction of the feathered world. He 
therefore agreed with the preservation 
of game, but he hoped the Chief Secre- 
tary would not press his Amendment in 
its present form, but would vest these 
rights in the Land Commission. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) could not understand why there 
should be any heartburning on the 
part of the Irish tenants if this Amend- 
ment were carried. In many cases 
game rights were preserved under the 
Ashbourne Acts, and no feeling what- 
ever was excited. Was it to be 
supposed that if a landlord in order 
to reserve these rights to himself gave 
his tenant valuable consideration for 
them bad blood would be created? 
Nothing of the kind would happen. 
The idea was chimerical. The Amend- 
ment simply proposed an act of justice 
to the present proprietor. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that in 
the earlier debates the Chief Secretary 
and the representatives of the land- 
lords never made a speech without 
referring to the Land Conference Re- 
port, but in this matter that document 
was being entirely ignored. ‘The Con- 
ference debated the subject for nearly a 
day, and came to the conclusion that 
the sporting and fishing rights slould 
remain as they were, subject to the 
provisions of the existing and Purchase 
Acts, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.): That is the present proposal. 
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leave matters as they were. If on an 


estate a landlord had a shooting right | 
worth £200 a year, that right was| 


surely a part of the fee. According to 
the Chief Secretary the feesimple 
meant everything; consequently, it 


would convey that right of £200 a year. | 
But had the fee never been conveyed | 


hitherto? The existing Land Pur- 
chase Acts conveyed the fee as en- 
tirely as the present Bill would do, 
and they made these rights a matter of 
bargain between the vendor and the 
buyer, the fee being conveyed subject to 
those bargains. The Chief Secretary said 
that that was what he proposed now to 
do. Why did he propose to do that which 
was already the he q 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that on matters 
of law he must take the opinion of the 
Attorney-General. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he valued the 
opinion of the Attorney-General on any 
subject. but he was not bound to follow 
his advice. The less lawyers had to do 
with this business the better. This 
matter could be settled, not by the advice 
of the Attorney-General but only by the 
goodwill and friendship of the people of 
Ireland; and he advised the Chief 
Secretary to pay more attention to the 
views of Irish Members opposite than to 
the legal pedantry of any lawyer. He 
agreed with the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo that the matter 


should be left as the law now left it. | 


When he idea got abroad that the Land 
Conference had given away these rights, 
he was deluged with letters of protest. 


would leave this matter as it stood. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the object of the 
Ame dment was not to defeat, but to 
preserve the rights of the parties, and to | 


prevent them being defeated by the 
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of the kind. The Conference, at which | 
both landlords and tenants fully stated | 
their views, found it impossible to agree, | 
and decided the best course was to| 
-and the exclusive 


| reservations. 
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rights. But it had been decided that 
notwithstanding the coercive force of 
the section of the Act of 1888—that the 
fee was to be vested in the purchaser— 
in those cases where rents had been fixed, 
rights had been 
reserved to the landlords by the order 
fixing the rent, the Judges had found 
themselves unable to make a vesting 
order under the Purchase Act preserving 
the rights secured to the landlord by 
the order made when fixing the rent. 
Hi sole object was that when the parties 
had come to an agreement vesting the 
Sporting rights in the landlord before 
the sale, the legal machinery provided by 
the Act for carrying out the sale should 
not have its operative effect destroyed 
by altering that agreement in any way. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he always 
remembered the law when he had 
made it himself. The Attorney-General 
seemed strangely to have overlooked the 
fact, but the existing law was the 
exact contrary of what the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman had stated. 
{The hon. and learned Member quoted 
Section 31, 32, and 34 of the Land 
Purchase Act of 1896, and the decisions 
based thereon in support of his view.| 
What did the Chief Secretary’s clause 
do which the clause he had read did not 
do? Within the last twelve months the 
Government itself, in the case of Lord 
Dillon’s estate, obtained a declaration 
from the Court reserving on the Dillon 
estate the entire game rights. It was 
common knowledge that the landlords 
had reserved those rights in the past. 


| He did not like the existing state of the 
‘law, but he preferred the present state, 


because he thought it was better than 
the law which was now proposed by the 
Government. The Land Conference 


/agreed that the existing state of the law 
; | should not be interfered with, because it 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman | 


enabled the landlord to make those 
Personally he would have 
preferred a different state of things to 
the present law, and he would like to 
have the sporting rights vested in the 
County Councils, but he thought that 


-even the Agricultural Board was better 


coercive force of the vesting order. | for this purpose than the Land Com- 


There was not in the Land Code from | mission. 


He did not suggest that the 


beginning to end any provision whatever Agricultural Board would employ game- 
for the preservation of these sporting! keepers, nor would the Land Commission,, 
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but if they would not vest the sporting 
rights in the County Councils, and leave 
the landlord to take a licence out from 
the County Councils, surely it would be 
best to leave the matter alone. This 
proposal was neither fish, flesh, nor good 
red herring. He did not see why the 
Government should give way to the 


landlords in making this claim, for this | 


was not a light matter. If, as had been 
stated, the sporting rights were a national 
asset, they were willing to take it away 
from both the landlords and the tenants, 
and make it a national asset. But the 
Government clause did not make it a 
national asset at all. It was said that the 


landlord might have made a lease of his | 


sporting rights. Did those vesting 
orders he had mentioned enable that to 
be carried on as against the tenant? 


Was there any difficulty in making the | 


tenant subject to a particular agreement 
in regard to game rights ? 
submission he said that there was no 
difficulty whatever in this matter. If 
there had been any difficulty, how was 
it that under the Ashbourne Acts land- 
lords had been able to make these 
reservations ? Had they been all along 
in the dark as regarded this law 3 


Mr. ATKINSON said they did not 
say that there was any difficulty. What 
they said was that it was essential that 
the parties should see exactly where they 
stood in this matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY contended that 
the argument of the Government was 
that this could not be done. The Chief 
Secretary had stated that he had been 
advised in that direction by the Attorney- 
General. This was a matter of con- 
siderable importance, and he asked the 
Government to leave the landlords their 
present powers in regard to sporting 
rights which enabled them to make all 
those reservations. He hoped they would 
agree to this course, and let them pass on 
to the next business. 


CoLONEL NOLAN (Louth, 8.) thought 
that all such rights ought to go to the 
new proprietor. He knew cases where at 
the present time the shooting was let 
by the peasant proprietors themselves. 
If they had asystem of small proprietors 
they could not have game in defiance of 
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| the eggs of the partridges and grouse. 
| With regard to transferring these rights 
|to the County Councils, he thought it 
| would be rather hard to expect county 
‘councillors to be always going about 
| prosecuting poachers, and as for th- 
Agricultural Board, he thought they 
would find enough todo under this Bill 
without prosecuting poachers or protect- 
ing thegame. He wished the clause to be 
_so drawn up that no third party could 
come in at all. The new proprietor 
should purchase everything in the place, 
and no doubt some bond of friendship 
| would exist with the old proprietor. 
| Let the new proprietor lease back these 
rights if he liked to the old proprietor, 
but they ought not toa!lowa third party 
to slip in. 


Mr. WOOD said the Chief Secretary 
had told them that he was in sub- 
stantial agreement with the represen- 
tatives of the tenants in the House, and 
if that was correct, and if it had been 
possible to carry this principle out satis- 
factorily for the last fifteen or twenty 
years, surely it was suflicient now that they 
should proceed on the old lines in regard 
to sporting rights. So far as the Ulster 
tenants were concerned they were just 
as strong as they were in the West upon 
this point, and any interference with 
the right of free bargains as to sporting 
and fishing rights would be resisted in 
Ulster as strongly as in the West of 
Ireland. The tenants had been giving 
way at all times; the tenant was 
being asked to make all the sacrifices and 
the landlords were getting all the benefits. 
He appealed to the Chief Secretary to 
get upat once and make some concession 
upon this point. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said they all appeared 
to be agreed that the landlord and tenant 
should be allowed to bargain in regard 
to the sporting rights. They had been 
told that in the past these reservations 
had been made and that this proposal 
would make no difference. If they were 
all agreed that the landlords had this 
exclusive right, and that they would be 
able to arrange it with the tenants—of 
course getting a less value—why on 
earth should it not be stated in the only 


‘them, because they could easily destroy | document dealing with this question. 


Mr. T, M. Healy. 
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tthe Chief Secretary. 








Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | 


-said if this debate was prolonged the 


responsibility would rest entirely with 
He was bound 
to fsay under the circumstances, that 
the right hon. Gentleman admitted 
that they were in substantial agree- | 
ment upon this point, and he ad-. 
mitted that on both sides of the 
House there was an agreement that free 
bargaining should be preserved between 
landlord and tenant in regard to these 
rights. That had been observed in 
80,000 cases which had already been 
settled under the existing Land Purchase 
Acts, and in the overwhelming majority 
of these cases the sporting rights had 
been reserved to the landlord. Therefore 
under the existing law there was no 
trouble whatever, as the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth had shown. There 
was no difficulty in vesting these rights 
subject to reservations agreed upon 
between the two parties to the bargain. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that his 
words were only intended to carry out 
that idea, but they were of opinion that 
his words went very much farther, and 
were unnecessary. He suggested that 
the Chief Secretary should withdraw this 
clause, and that upon the Report stage— 
after he had had time fully to consider 
whether any words were necessary at all, 
or whether their contention was right 
that no words were necessary—he might, 
if necessary, bring up words to enable | 
this agreement to go on between land- 
lord and tenant. Unless there was some 
other meaning in these words that 
they had not detected, there was no 
reason why he should not withdraw 
the clause, and leave the matter to be 
discussed upon some future occasion. 
Although he agreed with the Conference 
Report that the law should be left as it 
had been under the Land Purchase Acts, 
that was not his idea of a settlement of 
the question. His idea was that the 
sporting rights should be held by the 
County Councils and should be let out 
by them, and the money so obtained | 
used for the benefit of the people. It. 
appeared to him quite clear in Com- | 
mittee now, as in the deliberations of | 
the Land Conference, that there was no 
Probability of coming to an agreement 
on that point within a reasonable time, | 


and therefore he waived his own view | 
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on the matter, and was prepared to 
accept a settlement based on the lines of 
the Land Conference, leaving the matter 
perfectly open to free bargain between 
landlord and tenant in the future as it 
had been in the past. He asked the 
Chief Secretary not to be responsible for 
the prolongation of this debate. He 
suggested that the right hon. Gentleman 
should withdraw his Amendment and 
The right hon. 
Gentleman would be free to bring up 
other words if he thought it necessary 
on the Report stage. When they had 
come to a substantial agreement it 
would be little short of criminal to go 
on wasting time discussing the matter, 
in view of the number of clauses which 
had still to be considered 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he did not 
think the recommendation of the hon, 
and learned Gentleman would accom- 
plish the object he had in view. There 
were between twenty and thirty Amend- 
ments to the clause on the Notice 
Paper. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Withdraw 
the clause and then all go. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB said hon. Mem- 
bers from Ireland should be careful as to 
how they withdrew a clause in regard 
to which there was considerable feeling 
among British Members. He did not 
see that the Chief Secretary could do 
more than he had done in explaining 
that free bargaining under the clause 
was in no way interfered with. What 
was proposed was really a way of 
registering what was called “free 
bargains.” Those who were objecting to 
the clause could not get that into their 
heads. To show, however, that the 
landlords on their side wished not to 
delay, he was willing, if all the sub- 
sections proposed by the Chief Secretary 
were accepted, to withdraw the whole of 
his Amendments. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
there seemed to be great confusion pre- 
vailing in regard to this matter. He 
thought one way of getting over the 
difficulty that was felt would be to 
omit the clause altogether when it was 
admitted that in selling to the tenant 
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the fee of his holding the landlord sold | had become owners of their holdings ; 


all the right he had) Why not allow 
the tenant to buy all? Every time the 
Attorney-General had spoken he had 


but if they wished to enjoy sport of 
every description, it would only be by 


| giving the tenants the game rights in 


described the game as a great national | 


matter of fact, it 
was a landlord asset. A price which 
was regarded on these benches as 
liberal, and even extravagant, was 


asset, bit, as a 


being given to the landlords for their | 


land, and yet they wanted to get tagged 


on to that another asset in the shape of | 


game. He personally took great inverest 
in sporting maiters, and be was very 
anxious to have a satisfactory arrange 
ment come to between both parties in 
order that sport might be encouraged in 
Ireland, but he certainly did that if 
this clause was forced through the House 
it would defeat itself, for the r 
would be that the tenants who were now 
to become the owners of thei 


see 
’ 
suit 


holdings 


would resent the infliction placed upon 
them, and would certainly destroy 
the game instead of endeavouring to 
preserve il. He knew case here the 


tenants had purchased and the landlords 


had 


reserved the game. ‘hese were 
properties where there was continual 
friction. ‘There were gamekecpers and 
spies still about, frequent prosecutions 
took place, and heavy fines were inflicted 
The result. was that the game on these 
properties was destroyed. On the other 
hand, there were properties where the 
game rights had not been reserved b 
the landlords, and the tenants themsel ve 
preset ved the game with the best pos 
advantage. His contention was, and he 


said it with regret, tha they attempted 


to pian e coercion on the tenarts in ord 
to deprive them of hat they ud a 
periect right to get w 1D 


their holdings, it would mean the destru 
tion in lreland. ‘The Ct 
Secretary mentioned a case where a 
landlord was in receipt of £200 for game 


» 
if ony » 
ol £ ne 


had 


But how many cases of that kind were 
there in Ireland? The landlord was 
probably getting that for some larce 
woo ! or Mouncaih pre rve, Dut a Cant 
of that kind did not affect the question 
with which they were now dealing. ‘Tie 
landlord would probably retain that 


property in his own possession, and it 

would not interfere with the position of 

the tenants. They had no objection to the 

present landlords living in Ireland and 

enjoying themselves, after the tenants 
Mr. Cullinan. 


their own hands. If these rights were 


‘reserved to the landlords, the gamoe- 


keepers, and spies would give the 
greatest possible trouble and annoy- 


ance to the tenants, and offenders against 
the game laws would be severely punished 


by the landiord magistrates on the 
bench. The question of fishing rights 
affected a large number of holdings. ‘The 
measurement of the holdings included 


portions of the rivers on tieir borders. 
The tenants paid rent for the rivers, and 
when they purchased their holdings the 
fishing rights should also be conveyed to 
them. 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
IRM AND(Mr.JAmes CAMPBELL, Dublin 
University) said he would makeaneffor: to 
clear up the confusion this matter had 
What was the difficulty which 
d to meet? By 
1881, Sec ion 5, the Land 
had power, when fixing a 
ie exclusive right 

When a lessee, 
for the first time 
a fair rent 
rreney of his leave, 


got into. 
the clause was end 
the Act of 
Commission 
fair rent, to resi 
of sport to the landlords. 
under the 
got the 


fixed during the cu 
} 


1 
ve Ul 
Act of 1887 


power Of fay ny 


that was coupled with the condition that 
in the fair re 30 fixed the reservations 
applicable to the ancy from year to 
year were to be carried on in the tenancy 
created under th \ of 1887. 'There- 
fore the tenants got their rents fixed 
on the basis of the Jandiords claiming 
the right conferred by Seetien 5 of the 
Act of 1881. The judicial rent was fixed 
on the basis tha ment, or appur- 
tenance of holding, was to be the pro- 
perty of the landlord. When a holding 
came to be sold under the Ashbourne 


Act, the Court found that prior to the 
passing the Act to which the 
hon. and learned Member for Louth 
had referred, there was no provision 
enabling the Land Commission to allow 
any reserve, such as sporting, when 
the fee was invested in the _ tenant. 
What the Land Commission said was 
that inasmuch as all they were giving 
to the tenant was the holding, and as the 
sporting right had been detached from 
the holding when the fair rent order was 
made, they were entitled to exempt from 


or 
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that holding the sporting right. That; under the delusion that he had got the 
was challenged and bitterly contested, | sporting right, if, in fact, the sportin 

but the Land Commission adhered to| right had been reserved to the landlord 
that decision ; and hence when the Act} prior to the sale? He hoped he had 
of 1896 was introduced, in order to put | thrown some light on the matter. 

an end to all these jealousies Sub section 


2 of Clause 41 insisted that the vesting! fr, DILLON said that the hon. and 
order should be subject to such reserva- learned Gentleman had thrown consider- 
tions as were specified in the order. The } able light by his most interesting speech 
sole object of the first sub-section of the | which, indeed, to his mind was, the only 
clause under discussion was to continue clear speech delivered from the Govern- 
that same power in the future. ment Bench. They had been engaged 
| two and a half hours discussing the first 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that Clause | Amendment to theclause—and there were 
86 of this Bill said “ Part One of this Act | thirty-three on the Paper—and they did 
shall be construed as one with the | not appear to be any nearer the end. He 
Land Purchase Acts, and may be cited spoke with clean hands on this question 
with these Acts.” _ because he had not a single Amendment 
on the clause on the Paper, and he thought 


i . _ | that what had occurred in the discussion 
Mr. CAMPBELL said he was quite must have struck anyone that his advice 


aware of that, and if hon. and learned to the Government at the beginning of 
Members would bear with him a moment the debate was not unfriend| y. ~The hon. 
he would explain. He believed there and learned Gentleman had explained for 
had been unnecessary confusion and the first time why it was that the Govern- 
friction in regard to this matter. They ment were clinging to this provision. 
were all agreed to leave the rights as They had been told that it left the law 
they at present existed. But a number gg jt stood, but why then waste time in 


of hon. Gentlemen said they wanted the clinging to a clause which did nothing to 
present state of the law altered. If they define the law 2 


did that, it meant that they wanted to 


take from the landlord the right of eres , 

property expressly reserved to him under G Mr. WYNDHAM asked if the hon. 
the lease, or, where there was no lease, entleman really suggested that when 
by virtue of the judicial fair-rent order. they had settled so many big questions 
But if they were all agreed that the they ought to find a ne ea 4 in stating 
sporting right was reserved under the ' ® a way that the a and 
lease, or under the judicial rent order was | Sant might settle this question between 
still to be reserved to the landlord, then | them 4 

when the tenant came to buy the holding 

he should understand that he was not) Mr. DILLON said that the right hon. 
buying that right. That was, in his Gentleman should drop these words in 
own idea, all that was intended to be the Amendment and allow the parties to 
accomplished by the first sub-section of | do as they had been doing for the past 
the amended clause. The object was to fifteen years. But the real object of the 
prevent any litigation afterwards between Amendment was perfectly plain ; it was 
the selling landlord and the purchasing to make it almost compulsory on the 
tenant, and to provide that on the face tenant to part with this right without 
of the purchasing tenant’s title deed it his knowing what he was doing. The 
should be stated that he had not bought | law as it at present stood was that the 
the sporting right. The tenant could tenant could not part with his right 
come to the landlord and say he wanted which attached to the fee without the 
the sporting right ; but it was desirable | whole matter being explained to him. 
that the tenant should not be deceived, The object of the Government was that 
or believe that he was getting the vast bodies of tenants were to sign these 
appurtenant right of shooting which was | vesting orders under the impression that 
not his, and which he had not given up| they were not parting with the game 
when the fair rent was fixed, because it rights, and that they were not to be 
was reserved to the landlord in the | consulted beforehand. It was because 
lease. Why should the tenant be left | he knew that this business would lead to 
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misunderstanding and confusion that he 
had suggested that the agreement of 
the toad Conference should be loyally 
abided by. The Land Conference agreed 
to let sleeping dogs lie and not to alter 
the law at all. Did anyone imagine 


that if this clause was forced through | 


Committee against the will of Members 
on that side of the House, it would not 
lead to a feeling of injury in Ireland in 
regard to game rights? The right 
hon. Gentleman had quoted—and he 
listened to him with amazement—as an 
example of the troubles that would arise 


if the Amendment were not carried, the | 


Dillon Estate. - But the trouble on the 
Dillon Estate arose because 
tenants did not want to give up 
their game rights and an attempt 
was made to force them to do so. 
The tenants objected to sign the agree- 
ment, and wanted an alteration. He 
would further put it to the right hon. 
Gentleman that even if he got hi: 
Amendment, 
subsequent Amendments, many of 
which would lead to as angry and 


prolonged discussion as the present 
There was one Amend- | 
hon. | 
Member for York, which was a mon- | 


Amendment. 


ment in the name of the 


strous Amendment, and which they 
would have to oppose to the end. Had 


the right hon. Gentleman in his mind | 


Sub-section 2, where the landlord was 
specially exempted from all those regula- 


tions? Was not that setting up an 


invidious distinction in favour of the | 


landlords, who would buy with public 


money, and be to all intents and purposes | 


on an equality with the tenants, as they 
would be in the position of peasant 
proprietors. 


provision should be allowed to pass 
without a protest. There was abundant 
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the | 


had he considered the! 


Yet they were to be speci- | 
ally exempted from all those regulations. | 
It was too much to expect that such a | 
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did not care about the exclusive 
sporting rights, they should be vested 
in the Land Commission. Why should 
not those rights be transferred to the 
tenant if the landlord did not put any 
value upon them ? 


| 


| Mr. WYNDHAM explained that Sub- 
‘section 1 was a convenient form for 
(carrying out what most people desired. 
| All that Sub-section 2 said was that 
/where there were exclusive sporting 
rights to be safeguarded which the land- 
lord did not think it worth while to 
keep, then they should not be dissi 
| pated, but for the moment the property 
| should be left with the Land Commission 
until it was decided what to do with it. 
He would suggest that they should settle 

Sub-section 1, which only dealt with 
‘the exclusive rights which the landlord 

did think it worth while to keep, but 
‘could only keep by agreement with his 
'tenants. All that was proposed was that 

the result of that agreement should fori 
| part of the procedure. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked why they 
should not leave the law alone. He 
| would tell the right hon. Gentleman 
/what happened in 1881. It was most 
remarkable. When the Land Bill of 1881 
was introduced there were the words, 
and the only words “ exercise any rights 
‘for hunting, shooting, fishing, or taking 
game or fish which belonged to the land- 
lord,” so thatevery tenant, year by year. 
had his rights to game under the Bill 
|introduced by Mr. Gladstone. But let 
‘them mark what the Lords did. The 
words they substituted were— 

‘‘ Hunting, shooting, fishing, or taking game 
| or fish, the right of which shall belong to the 


| landlord exclusively, subject to the provisions 
| of the Ground Game Act, 1880.” 


evidence that the section would lead to | 


considerable discussion, and he appealed 
to the right hon. Gentleman to drop it. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) said he 
was sorry that neither the Attorney- 
General nor the Solicitor-General for 
Ireland had said anything about Sub- 
section 2. What was Sub-section 2? 
Did it mean that where the landlord 

Mr. Dillon. 


| They, the Irish Members put in subject to 
| the provisions of the Ground Game Act, in, 
order to give the tenantsthe extra right. 
The landlords in the House of Lords 
| would want to graft something on to 
‘this clause which would transmogrify 
|it, and then they would be told when tlie 
| Bill came back that unless they accepted 
it in that way it could not be passed. 
/Let them mark the difference in the 
clause as brought in by Mr. Gladstone, 
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even better terms—and he, for his part, 


Lords. The clause in Mr. Gladstone’s| if necessary, would continue the resis- 


Bill ran— 


‘“ Hunting, shooting, fishing, or taking game 


tance. 


or fish, and if the landlord at the commence-| Mr. WYNDHAM said he regr-tted 


ment of the statutory time so requiries, then, 


as between the landlord and the tenant, the = — —— by the hon. Member 
right of huntiog, shooting, fishing, or taking | W010 2@@ said this was a stock upon 
ge ue or fish shall belong exclusively to the | which something further was to be 


indlord subject to the provisions of the 


Ground Game Act, 1880.” 


What a transformation that wa 


grafted in the other House. In this 
Amendment he had endeavoured to put 
s | the very minimum of that to which great 


from the original proposal. The | importance was attached bythe landlords. 
Solicitor-General, whom he congratu-| He hdd put in no more than they under- 
lated upon his able appearance at | Stood was promised by the Land Con- 
the Table, reminded him of the way | ference Report. If his Amendment was 
in which the Closure Rule was framed. | accepted he was humanly certain that 
The original words were that the Ulosure | it would not be used as a stepping-stone 
was to be enforced if Mr. Speaker granted | in another place, and the whole of his 
his assent. That was altered at the| efforts would be directed to this final 


instance of the Speaker to read— 


solution of the question. On the other 


hand, if he were to withdraw th 
‘Tf Mr. Speaker shall not have withheld his ted 1 


assent.” 


By the proposal in this clause auto- 
matically these rights would belong 
tothe landlord and the tenant had no| frame a 
right of haggling or bargaining with 
re‘erence to them, and they wanted to 
withdraw from the tenant the chance 
of being a free haggler or bargainer. 
He conceived this matter to be of capital 
importance. He was willing to abide by 
tiie Land Conference Report, which gave 
the landlords a huge concession, and | classes in Ireland. 
beyond that concession he would not go— 
viz, to leave the law as it stood. The 
Government were introducing a sharp 


Amendment—but that he could not do 
—the other House might deem itself 
absolutely at liberty to deal with the 
question de novo, and would possibly 
provision to which much 
greater exception could be taken than 
had been taken to his proposal, and then 
there might be a regrettable conflict 
between the two Chambers. He had 
sought in this, as in every other question, 
for a basis giving a minimum on this 
point to the landlords and the sporting 
This was a matter 
to which they attached great importance. 
On the question of the evicted tenants 
the landlords’ representatives did their 


weapon and a burning question all over | very best, and he would ask hon. gentle 


the country. Let them take these 
sporting rights asa national asset and 
vest them in a public authority. Was 
not thata large concession? Further, he 
would give the landlord the right of pre- 
emption, and on cheap terms. Was not 
that a fair concession? But the Govern- 
ment would not agree to that. They 
wanted to put something in the Bill 
different to the Ashbourne Acts, and then 
the House of Lords would say they must 
make that much clearer. It would then 
come back to the House of Commons 
in the dregs of August, and the House 
oi Commons would be told that unless 
they accepted the Amendment the Bill 
could not pass. That was not fair. They 
had offered the Government that which 
the landlords insisted upon at the Land 
Conference—in fact, they had offered 


men opposite on the question—to whicli 
the landlords attached, if the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite pleased, a sentimenta! 
importance—to place this provision on 
the statute book. It did not go further 
than the Land Conference Report, and 
merely gave the landlords what they 
understood was promised tothem. Sub- 
section 2 was another matter. He was 
prepared to put in words to make it 
clear there was to be a bargain, but he 
must adhere to the Amendment. He 
felt compelled to adhere to his Amend- 
ment on this occasion, and he asked the 
landlords’ representatives to support 
him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he fully 
endorsed the remarks of the Chief Secre- 
tary in regard to landlords general y 
2K 2 
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reference to the evicted tenants 
reference to the 
It would | 
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with 
question, and with 
concessions made in Clause 1. 
have been impossible to have obtained 
those concessions but for the conciliatory 
attitude of the landlords. He therefore 
felt the force of the appeal made by the 
right hon. Gentleman. This was a_ 
comparatively small matter, but one 
which excited the greatest possible 
feeling. Members who sat beside him 
would be satisfied with the existing law. 
The right hon. Gentleman said his 
Amendment did not alter the existing 
law, but he had not made that plain to 
the Committee. He had now taken up 
the position that he could not withdraw 
his Amendment and would not, but 
he was prepared to put words into 
it to make plain what was the desire of | 
the Committee namely, that these rights 
should not be reserved to a landlord 
except as a result of a bargain with his 
tenants. They were exceedingly anxious 
that this Bill should pass, and if some 
words could be put in to make that 
plain there need not be any further 
conflict. 

Mr. WYNDHAM said he 
Gentleman was doing his best to get 
them out of the difficulty they were 
now in, and he would give an under- 
taking before the Report 
make it perfectly plain to the hon. 
and learned Gentleman’s satisfaction 
that that was part of the agreement, un- 
less the hon. and learned Gentleman had 
some particular fancy to put the words 
in now. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND gaid hethought 
it was most undesirable to leave a lot of 
these questions over to be brought up 
on Report. There should be no difficulty 
in inserting words now. 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin Universicy) 
said that in order to get out of 
the difficulty he would suggest that 
the Amendment should be accepted 
as he had just drafted it, namely, 


‘‘Where at the time of sale of any. 


land to the Land Commission, or to 
tenants, or others, the vendor has, 
subject to the provisions of the Ground 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


| Game Act. 1880, the exclusive sporting 
| rights, those rights may, by agreement 
between the landlord and tenant, be 
_ either conveyed to the tenant or reserved 


quite | 
appreciated that the hon. and learned | 


stage to. 


(Sir | 
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to the landlord.” He thought those 


words would clear up the whole thing. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND thought those 
words carried out the object for which 
they had been contending, and if they 
were accepted the Amendment might 
be agreed to without further disenssion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would 
accept the words for the sake of peace. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn page 7, line 21, to leave out Sub-section 
1, and insert the words ‘ Where at the time of 
sale of any land to the Land Commission, or to 
tenants or others, the vendor has, subject to 
the provisions of the Ground Game Act, 1380, 
the exclusive sporting rights, those rights may, 
by agreement between the landlord and the 
tenant, be either conveyed to the tenant or 
reserved to the landlord.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*The expression ‘ sporting rights’ includes 
any right of hunting, shooting, fishing, and 
taking game or fish on any land.”—(M7. 
Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said he was aware 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
an Amendment down at a later stage 
of the Bill dealing with mineral 
rights, but that did not meet the 
case he had in view when placing his 
Amendment on the Paper. The object 
of his Amendment was to preserve the 
mining rights and water rights to those 
to whom they now belonged by law. 
The mining law was very complicated, 
but he believed its main provisions were 
that unopened mines belonged entirely 
to the owner of the land; that, with 
regard to mines which had been opened, 
there was a concurrent right of working 
to both landlord and tenant; and that, 
as to quarries and so forth, there is 
also a concurrent right, but the tenant 
| must not work them for purposes 
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of profit. The effect of the Amend- | 
ment would be that where a bargain for 
the sale of any land was made, based as 
it would be on the agricultural value of 
the land, the mining rights should remain 
exactly as they were. It could not be) 
right that the tenants, or the Land 
Commission should be given these rights 
unless they paid for them, and the) 
Amendment proposed that the Land) 
Commission, should be empowered to | 
purchase them. He begged to move. | 


| 
} 





Amendment proposed— | 


‘In page 7, line 25, to leave out Sub- | 
section 2, and insert the words ‘ ‘‘ mining | 
rights” shall mean all rights of mining, and | 
taking minerals, and of digging and searching | 
for minerals, and of opening quarries, or beds 
of stone, limestone, sand, marl, gravel, or clay, 
and taking materials therefrom, and of raising 
timber from under the ground, and all rights to 
and in respect of mining rents and royalties; 
and the words ‘‘ water rights” shall mean all 
rights of or to water power. (2.) On a sale 
under the Land Purchase Acts of an estate, 
whether to the Land Commission or otherwise, 
the owner of the estate or any other person or 
corporation entitled to any mining rights, or 
water rights shall, in the absence of express 
agreement to the contrary, by such owner, 
person, or corporation, be entitled to and shall 
retain and exercise or dispose of as he or they 
shall think fit all such mjning rights and water 
rights. (3.) On any such sale as aforesaid, 
notwithstanding that any mining rights and 
water rights are retained by or reserved to the | 
owner of the estate, such sale shall be deemed 
to be a sale of an estate within the meaning of 
the Land Purchase Acts, and advances shall 
be made accordingly. (4.) The Land Commis- 
sion may purchase from the owner of an estute, 
or from any person or corporation, at such price 
as may be agreed on, any mining rights or 
water rights, and such sale shall be deemed to 

a sale within the meaning of the Land 
Purchase Acts, and advances shall be made 
accordingly. (5.) Where any mining rights or 
water rights become vested in the Land Com- | 
mission such rights, or any of them, shall be | 
disposed of by them in manner hereafter to be | 
provided by Parliament.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) 
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*Mr. BUTCHER said he simply pro 
posed to leave the rights as they were. 
Surely when the land was being sold 
as agricultural land the mining rights 
should be kept out of the matter alto- 
gether. 


Mr. FLYNN contended that if the 
Land Commission bought the land it 
bought everything contained therein. 
The Amendment was a most fantastical 
proposition, put forward on behalf of a 
section of the community who were 
already getting exceptionally generous 
terms. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON, as showing 
the necessity for the Amendment, in- 


| stanced the case of an estate in Kilkenny, 


on which was situated one of the largest 
coal-fields in Ireland. He had received 
a letter from the proprietor saying he 
would absolutely refuse to sell any of 
his land unless the value of the coal-field 
was made up to him. Could it be con- 
ceived that the owner would sell his 
and at its surface value when that 
which was under the surface was worth 
ten times as much? The Amendment 
would leave the law as it at present 
stood, and that, he thought, was a 
reasonable course to follow. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the Amend- 
ment would makethe digging upof alittle 
bog-oak or sand or gravel a mining 
right! The idea was absurd. Was it 
to be supposed that a farmer would buy 
his farm and not be at liberty to use 
the sand or gravel he might find there? 
These landlords’ rights could be carried 
a great deal too far. He was willing to 
make almost any sacrifices for the Bill, 
but he was not willing that the tenants 


should be put in such fetters as these. 


| The proposal was monstrous. 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
2 stand part of the clause.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB thought th 


| heat of the hon. Member must have 


| been caused by some misconception. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) thought the | 
hon. and learned Member could hardly 
be serious in proposing this Amend- | 
ment. The landlord was not only to. 
get a high price for his land and a large 
bonus, but it was now proposed that he | 
should also be compensated for these | 
mineral rights. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: We know 


what is going on in that corner. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said it seemed 
to be forgotten that certain rights at 
present belonged to the landlord, and 


| were part of his estate. 
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AN HON. MEMBER: And he is going 
to sell his estate. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMBiurther pointed 
out that these rights were left entirely 
out of account when fair rents were 
fixed. The Amendment proposed that 
the rights should be reserved to the 
landlord unless they were paid for. That 
was a reasonable proposition, and one 
which he should support. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that. the natural 
thing, when the reversion was sold, was 
that the mining rights should go with 
it. It would, however, be impossible 
for small proprietors reasonably to 
develop such rights, and so the Bill pro- 
vided that the mining rights should be 
vested in the Commission, and disposed 
of by them in a manner to be provided 
by Parliament. It was feit that the 
Land Commission, if they held the mining 
rights of a couple of hundred small 
properties, might be able to develop 
them in a manner that the individual 
tenant could not. By an Amendment 
lower on the Paper, the Chief Secretary 
proposed to secure to the tenant purchaser 
the right of mining and taking stone, 
gravel, sand, or clay, not merely for the 
cultivation of his farm, but for sale. On 
the other hand, other minerals, such as 
ores and so forth, would be vested in the 
Commission. That being the position 
they had taken up the Government were 
unable to accept this Amendment. Those 
rights were absolutely useless in the 
hands of the tenant purchasers, and he 
thought what the Government proposed 
was the best position to take up. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said that after the statement of 
the Attorney-General he thought the 
Government scheme was one to 
which no exception could be taken. 
He quite agreed that there might be 
cases in which mineral rights migit be 
of such importance that they ought to 
be utilised in the public service, and he 
was convinced that if those rights were 
scattered over a series of small] holdings 
it would be impossible to devote them to 
the public benefit. He entirely assented 
to the proposition that these rights 
should be vested in the Land Commission 
for the benefit of Ireland, and if the 
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clause was amended so as to give to the 
tenant the right of using gravel, sand, 
and clay for his own purposes of 
husbandry, and also for sale, if he 
thought fit, that would be a sensible 
settlement of the question. That being 
so, he hoped the Government would stand 
by this provision, and not allow this 
clause to be mutilated, either in this 
House or in the House of Lords, by any 
such proposal as that which was now 
before the Committee. When he listened 
to such speeches as those which they had 
just heard from the hon. and gallant 
Member for Yarmouth, it appeared to 
him that the landlords wanted to get 
the highest price they could for their 
land and keep it as well. If the land- 
lords got the value of their land, including 
the minerals and everything else they 
now owned, from the sky to the middle 
of the earth, what injustice was there in 
preserving these rights to the tenant 
purchaser ? Imagine what would happen 
if the new clause proposed by the hon. 
Member for York were adopted. The 
land would not be felt to belong tothe 
tenant purchaser at all, because every 
day the landlord might come in. ripping 
up the land and searching for minerals 
which he might dig, out and carry away. 
lf the minerals were a national asset, 
peace was also a national asset, and peace 
would be entirely destroyed by any such 
proceedings on the part of landlords who 
had sold their land to the tenants. The 
Amendment under consideration, in lis 
opinion, did not tend to preserve that 
feeling which had hitherto been mani- 
fested in these debates. Such Amend- 
ments did not further the progress of the 
Bill in a friendly spirit, and if any such 
proposals were carried, in his opinion 
they would gravely imperil the future 
settlement of the land question. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he hoped 
the hon. and learned Member for York 
would not press this Amendment. It 
was quite evident that this propo:al 
would excite strong feeling. The Govern- 
ment had explained the aititude they 
took up, and though that attitude was 
not altogether satisfactory, Irish Members 
were willing to go half way and accept 
it, and it was only fair that the represen- 
tatives of the landlords should reciprocate. 
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*Mr. BUTCHER asked the Committee 
to consider the case of a tenant upon a 
judicial holding paying an agricultural 
rent. A rent of what? Simply of the 
agricultural land on the surface. In 
estimating that value the landlord did 
not get one farthing for any mineral 
rights underneath. If the landlord 
wished to sell such land he would make 
an agreement within the zone, based on 
the rent of the agricultural land. That 
was quite right so long as he was selling 
agricultural land, which simply meant 
the use of the surface. He wished to 
know why the Land Commission should 
take such assets as valuable coal mines 
or other minerals underneath the land 
from the landlord and not pay one 
farthing for them. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
“Where are they?”] He did not think 
that was either business or fair play. 
Ile was in favour of a man if he had 
property selling it if he could get any- 
thing for it, but he was not in favour of 
aman being forced to sell. [An Hon. 
Member: Not forced.] At any rate 
he was not in favour of a man entering 
into an agreement to sell one thing and 
being forced to sell something else with 
it. He hoped the Chief Secretary would 
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find some means of meeting such a case 
as he had put, which might prove ex- | 
ceedingly hard to the landlord. He | 
thought the mining rights should be | 
preserved to the landlord, or else he | 
ought to be paid for them. The idea of | 
vesting them in the Commission, who | 
had not paid a farthing for them, was | 
really one which, he thought, they should | 
not be asked to support. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the British | 
taxpayer came in here, and it was part | 
of his bargain with the Treasury that | 
these somewhat remote and he was afraid, | 
speculative rights, should be thrown | 
into the bargain and should belong to | 


the State. As a matter of fact the land- 
lords did not derive any advantage from 
what might or might not be under the 
soil. He had done his best to arrive at 
a solution which was fair all round. He 
should deprecate any attempt to prevent 
the landlords getting minerals from their 
land, but if a landlord thought there 
was coal under a particular field, it might 
be worth his while to buy that field back. 
He was not aware that there was a lot of 
coal, or copper, or gold in Ireland. [An 


Land Bill. 974 


Hon. Member: Gold Ornaments.} Of 
course, if there was a mine that was 
being worked or was leased to somebody 
else, that was another matter. It was 
quite clear that they could not interfere 
with that. And, in the same way, if a 
landlord were really working a mine or a 
quarry with capital and with people 
employed, if, in fact, it was a going 
concern, there ought to be nothing in this 
Act to make it difficult to keep that 
concern going. If, however, it was specu- 
lative, then let the State have the 
minerals, but let them make it clear that 
that conveyance in futurity to the State 
was not to deprive the peasant proprietor 
of any minerals either on or under the 
surface which he needed not only for 
husbandry but also for entering into 
contracts. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY pointed out that 
mines could not be disposed of without a 
Bill in Parliament. He asked what pro- 
vision had been made to protect the 
Crown rights in regard to gold ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is provided 
for by Sub-section (5). 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) asked the 
Chief Secretary whether in the case of 
minerals being found in any particular 
county that county would get the advan- 
tage or whether the revenue would be put 
to a general fund. It seemed to him 
thit the individual county should have a 
preferential claim. In his own county 
fifteen years ago copper mines were 
worked to great advantage. He knew 
one case where one proprietor got 
£2,000 by receiving one-sixteenth part 
of the profits. 


Mr. WYNDHAM did not think they 
could carry it further than they had 
done in the clause. They could leave 
that to Parliament to be dealt with in 
the future. If it became a practical 
question it could easily be discussed, but 
he did not think they should discuss 
it now. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
the clause would seriously affect the 
granite industry which was carried on in 
the part of Ireland he came from. If 
the right to the granite was vested in the 
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peasant proprietor he thought that would 
interfere with the development of the 
industry. He would suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman the insertion in 
the Bill of a definition of “ stone,”’ and 
also that all valuable minerals should be 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 36, at end, to insert the 
words ‘or (c) to any stone, gravel, sand, or 
clay.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 











vested in the Crown and not in 
indivi luals. 


| Sm ROBERT FITZGERALD (Cam- 
\bridge) said there were foreshores 
Mr. WYNDHAM aid a great deal where the rights to take sand, gravel, 
of the granite that was available was | recks, and stones, between high and 
already being worked. In those |low-water mark were vested by the 
cases the rights would be covered Crown in certain people. He did not 
by a further clause which he would intend to move an Amendment, but he 
suggest. When the hon. Member asked | wished to call the attention of the Chief 
them totry to legislate for granite which Secretary to the right which these 
might be worked he did not think that people had at present under old grants 
would be practicable. He would like from the Crown. He knew one case 
to say generally that it was not possible where the grant was a little over 600 
in one Bill to ant'cipate all the develop- years old. Ought there not to be some 
ments that might take place. A number means by which that right could be 
of questions might be raised, but if they handed to the tenant when he purchased 
were not to have any practical effect for the farm ° 
ten, fifteen, or twenty years he thought 
they might leave something to their | 
successors. If there was any danger of 
granite not being worked on account of 
this Bill, Parliament would amend the 
Bill in order that it might be worked. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he promised to 
carefully consider the suggestion of his 
hon, friend. When the owner of the 
dry land was not the owner of the fore- 
shore there might be difficulty in carrying 
out the hon. Member’s suggestion by a 
vesting order, but there would be no 
difficulty in cases where the landlord 
owned the foreshore because he could by 
deed transfer his right to the tenant. 
'The position of the purchasing tenant 

would depend entirely on the nature of 

Mr. WYNDHAM said he did not wish the landlord’s interest in the foreshore. 
to go outside the language of the clause 
at present. He would put in a clause, Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) said it 
dealing with mines which were being | seemed to him that under Sub-section (c) 
worked and which had a subetantial now proposed, the landlord would retain 
value at the present moment, and also the stone, gravel, sand, and clay, and 
with properties which had a prospective | that the tenant would le excluded from 
mining value. All that would be pro- takingthem. — 
vided for He thought what was now | 


Proposed was a useful, practical, all-/ Me WYNDHAM: No. The clause 
— fair decision on the ordinary |says that there shall be reserved “ to 
/ | the Commission the exclusive right of 
miningandtaking minerals.”’ “ Minerals’’ 


‘cover everything that goes to the Land 


friend had not convinced him, but as he | CO™™i sion. The clause does not give 
had promised to deal with certain | *° the Commission “any demesne or 


specified cases, he would not press the | “her land repurchased by the vendor of 
Amendment. the estate,” or ‘any right which is 


vested in the Crown.” ‘Therefore they 
would be the property of the pur- 
chaser. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleraan had 
in contemplation the coal mines which 
were at present being worked. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said his right hon. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. O’ Doherty. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said there were many | Question proposed, “ That those words 
tenants in his own constituency who, for be there inserted.”’ 
the payment of ashilling or two, were | 
allowed to take manure from the fore-/ Mr. ATKINSON said that his right 
shore. That was aright which hundreds | hon. friend recognised the absolute 
of tenants enjoyed apart from the kelp’ necessity of a clause of this kind in deal- 
right. It would not be fair to sell that | ing with large farms, some of which 
foreshore to an individual tenant whose | were sub-let. In that condition the large 
farm bordered upon it. It would be) farmer could not buy, because he was 
well that the Government should! not in possession of the whole, and the 
consider whether that seaweed could not | sub-tenant eould not buy directly either. 
be vested in some trustees so as to pre- | There was a good deal of difficulty in 


vent any man getting hold of it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On Report we 
could do that I think on Clause 4. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 8, line 3,°at end, to add the words 
‘ (4) Provided always that nothing in this Act 
shall affect any lease or agreement demising or 
dealing with any of the rights hon in 
this section.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 

Question proposed, *‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM asked his hon. and 
learned friend to allow him a little more 
time to consider this matter. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 12, as amended, agreed to. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he wished 
to say that the clause as it now stood 
was not satistactory tohim. { ,. . 


Mr. CLANCY said that this clause | 
provided for the redemption of what| 
were called intervening interests, but | 
only so in the case of an estate purchased 
by the Land Commission, or by the 
Congested Districts Board. He had put 
down an Amendment providing that this 
power of dealing with intervening in- 
terests should exist in the case of indi- 
vidual sales between landlord and tenant. 
He hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept this Amendment, which he 
accordingly moved— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 8, line 7, after the word ‘ Board,’ 
to insert the words ‘or being otherwise sold 
under the provision of the Land Purchase Acts 
as amended by this Act.’”—(M?r. Clancy.) 





| putting the powers in force when the 
sale took place between landlord and 
| tenant, and very considerable difficulty 
in calling the Land Commission into 
| operation to interfere. It might, how- 
/ever, be quite possible to carry out 
everything desired by agreement. 
proven that the large farmer had 
'sublet, to a sub-tenant, twenty acres, 
‘and that the landlord wanted to sell, 
| there would be nothing to prevent him 
‘arranging with the large tenant to 
‘surrender the lease of these twenty 
|acres, and then the landlord could 
| deal directly with the sub-tenant for 
|the sale of them. All that could be 
carried out by agreement. His right 
hon. friend hoped to contrive simple 
machinery whereby the good offices 
of the Land Commission could be 
obtained so as to apportion the rent 
between the large tenant and the small 
tenant, and so enable an agreenient to be 
arrived at. 





Mr. CLANCY said he recognised the 


| spirit in which the right hon. Gentleman 


had met his Amendment. Anyone who 
had had any experience of the Land 
Judge’s Court knew that if the whole 
tenancy had been sub-let at the same 
rent, there would be no reason why the 
agreement should not be easily arrived 
at; but in a great many cases where 
the tenancy had been sub-let at an 
enhanced rent, the middleman would 
have a substantial interest which he 
would not surrender unless there was 
an expectation that he would be able 
to buy himself. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was his desire 
to hit on a plan by which a landlord 
could sell his estate with the excep.ion 
of this or that part, and then bring in 
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Mr. CLANCY said after that explana- 
tion he would not persevere with his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BUTCHER said he wished to 
move an Amendment to insert at the 
end of Sub-section 1 of Clause 13, “ Pro- 
vided that when the person in such 
exclusive occupation shall have been 
paying a higher proportionate rent 
than that paid by the owner of the 
intervening interest to the owner of the 
estate, such higher rent shall be assumed 
to be the rent in respect of which an 
advance may be made in estimating 
the price of the estate under the pro- 
visions of Section 5.” His Amendment 
was designed to provide that in cases 
where the midd'!eman was compensated 
out of the purchase money, the purchase 
money should be estimated on the basis 
of the increased rent got by the middle- 
man. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 8, at end, to insert the 
words, * Provided that when the person in such 
exclusive occupation shall have been paying 
a higher proportionate rent than that paid by 
the owner of the intervening interest to the 
owner of the estate such higher rent shall be 
assumed to be the rent in respect of which an 
advance may be made in estimating the price 
of the estate under the provisions of Section 
5.’”"—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. ATKINSON said he hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would not persevere 
with his Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said the Amendment 
was preposterous and without meaning. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T.M. HEALY movedan Amendment 
providing that where a holding in any 
such estate was held by joint tenants or 
tenants in common, or was subdivided 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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between two or more persons, and the 


Land Commission were satisfied that 
such tenants or persons were in the ex- 
clusive occupation of separate portions 
thereof, the Commission might, if they 
thought fit, for the purpose of the Land 
Law Acts, as well as this Act, declare that 
any such tenant or person should be 
deemed the tenant of the parcel of land 
in his exclusive occupation, and that such 
parcel should be deemed a holding, and 
might apportion the rent of the holding 
between such tenants or persons as the 
justice of the case might require. He 
suggested that if a man was a tenant for 
the purposes of sale he should be regarded 
as a tenant for all purposes, and it would 
be most unjust, he contended, if this were 
not to be the case with regard to this part 
of the Bill. He was quite prepared to 
admit that this was not the best place for 
his Amendment, but his desire was to 
put the matter on a sound basis. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 30, to leave out the words, 
‘foregoing provisions of this Act, and insert 
the words, ‘Land Law Acts and this Act.’ ”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left ont stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said he thought the 
clause did all that was necessary for the 
purpose of purchase, and it would not be 
desirable to amend the law as suggested 
by the hon. and learned Member. 


Mr.T. M. HEALY said he recognised that 
a new clause would probably be the best 
means of making the alteration. He 
would bring it up later in the shape of a 
new clause; and he hoped that the 
Government would then view it with an 
open mind. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.) moved to leave out 
Sub-section 5 of Clause 13. His 
object in moving the Amendment 
was for the purpose of avoiding 
litigation if possible, especially in the 
case of small holdings. He also desired to 
entrust the Land Commissioners wholly 
and solely with the power of dealing with 
small holdings under this section. He 
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did so because there was a Judicial Com- 
missioner whom they all knew as one 
who would do his utmost to be fair and 
just to all classes of both tenants and 
landlords. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 8, line 35, to leave out Sub-section 
(5).”—(Mr. Edward Mitchell.) 


Question proposed, ‘That Sub-section 
5 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said this 
clause applied to some of the poorest 
tenants in Ireland, i¢, to those who 
were called co-tenants. To lodge an 
appeal was not a great privilege for these 
people, because it simply meant expense, 
as the landlord would probably take the 
appeal further. It was not reasonable to 
suppose that if the Estate Commissioners 
could be trusted in large matters they 
ought not to be trusted in this small 
matter. Their decision ought to be final. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he thought his 
hon. friend, the mover of the Amend- 
ment, could not be conversant with the 
difficult and complicated questions of law 
that might arise. They might involve 
the construction of a marriage settlement, 
the question whether a man was a tenant 
for sixty years or a tenant for life, the 
construction of a lease and many other 
important legal points. It would be 
perfectly impossible for all the various 
questions that might arise to be settled 
by the Estates Commissioners, and, in 
fact, no one would recognise them as a 
final tribunal. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 13 agreed to. 
Clause 14. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had had 
some difficulty with regard to the first 
part of the Amendment, Sub-section B, he 
now proposed, but having regard to the 
agreement at which they had arrived this 
afternoon, he now thought there would 
be no difficulty in the Committee accept- 
ing these words. Of course, if any further 
words were thought necessary they cou'd 
be put in. It was quite clear that they 
ought not to handicap the small purchaser 
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by giving less for the sporting rights than 
they had agreed to give this afternoon, 
and if this Amendment was accepted he 
would make these matters equal between 
the landlord and tenant. Sub-section C 
was necessary in order to provide that 
land, when vested in the Land Commis- 
sion, should be subject to the ordinary 
maintenance charges. He begged to. 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 5, at end, to insert the words 
‘(b) to any sporting rights reserved by the 
vendor ; (¢) to any maintenance charge under 
the Public Works Acts; and.’” — (M7. 
Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said, having 
accepted the Amendment of the right 
hon. Gentleman, it was only fair to 
acknowledge that these words did not 
infringe on the word which had been 
agreed to. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB asked that when 
the right hon. Gentleman made it equal 
between landlord and tenant, they would 
also take care that adequate protection 
should be given to the lessee of the 
sporting rights. 


Mr. CLANCY thought some declara- 
tion was necessary, and that if the sport- 
ing rights were conveyed to the tenant 
under the agreement, the vesting order 
should specify them also. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the vesting 
order vested all in the tenant. The only 
object of having the sporting rights men- 
tioned in the vesting order was to pre- 
serve in that document the evidence of 
the agreement come to between the 
parties. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he wanted 
to see in a case where an estate was. 
going to be sold, and the landlord had 
let for a term his sporting rights, that 
the lessee of those sporting rights should 
be sufficiently protected. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON pointed out 
that when a landlord and a tenant came 
to an agreement to purchase, the 
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landlord would have to deal with the 
question of sporting rights. He might 
say, “I must reserve the sporting rights 
because I have already granted a lease 
of them” ; or he might say to the tenant, 
“T will convey them to you subject to 
the existing lease.” Therefore any words 
were unnecessary. 


; Qu stion put, and_agreed to. 


fi Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.) said 
the object of the Amendment in his 
name was to ensure that in future the 
practice hitherto adopted by the Land 


Commission should continue, and that | 


full and proper notice should be given 
to these persons. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 9, line 19, after the word ‘ notices,’ 
to insert the words ‘on all incumbrancers and 
on such other persons.’ ”—(M7r. Sharpe.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said no doubt the 
hon. Member was sufficiently conversant 
with the Bill to know that great powers 
were vested in limited owners to enable 
them to sell at once. This clause dealt 
mainly with the question of ascertaining 
whether the person dealing with the 
Commission had authority to sell. 
It did not at all affect the distribution of 
the purchase money. Of course, the 
rules would provide that adequate notice 
should be given, but it was unnecessary 
that everybody should have notice. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said his next Amend- | 
ment dealt with a technical matter, and | 


perhaps the right hon. Gentleman would 


say whether it was necessary, and would | 


accept it now, or if not sure upon the 
= whether he would consider it on 


eport. 

Mr. WYNDHAM said the 
form. 

Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 15. 
Sir Edward Carson. 
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ment could not be accepted in its present | 


| 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
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Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 





(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
| Penrith) in the Chair. 


| Clause 15. 

| *Mr. BUTCHER said the Amendment 
| he proposed to move had reference to the 
| question of who should be allowed to 
| sell under this Act? The persons put 
forward as the persons to sell should 
be the persons who were interested in 
obtaining the best price for the property. 
If a mortgagee had the power to sell 
within the zones at a price sufficient to 
cover his mortgage, and no more, he would 
be able to inflict a very serious loss on 
other persons interested in the property. 
According to the Bill as it stood, he had 
that power, and that was a thing that 
should be guarded against, because it 
would not be right to allow him to sell 
under the value. Another danger in 
the Bill was with regard to the bonus. 
/The bonus was to go to the vendor, so 
'that if a mortgagee sold he not only 
got his mortgage paid off, but also the 
bonus. It could not be contended that 
he should be paid his mortgage and get 
the bonus as well. Then there was the 
question of a tenant for life, who had 
no substantial interest in the property. 
Under the Bill he could sell within the 
zones at any price he liked without 
consulting anyone, and pocket the 
bonus. That was a case which ought 
to be provided against. It might be 
said that the person to sell had to be 
| for six years in possession of the rents 
_and profits of the property, but that was 
| no protection at all, because the tenant 
for life in this case might be only 
nominally in possession of the rents and 
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profits. If such a tenant for life was | 
allowed to sell, he at all events ought to be | 
prevented from getting the bonus, and | 
it should go into the purchase money of | 
the estate. Then there was the case of | 
the bankrupt tenant for life. That was | 
acase this Bill did not provide for. | 

Under these circumstances, he begged | 
to move. 
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such as a mortgagee who only wanted 
to obtain the price of his mortgage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said a mortgagee 
could now sell and could not be pre- 
‘cluded from selling under the Bill. 
‘Such an Amendment would only lead 
to weighty and prolonged inquiries in 
each case, and therefore defeat one of 


| the main objects of the Bill, which was 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 30, after the word ‘ person, | 
to insert the words, ‘not being a mortgagee | 
and not being a tenant for life, or a person 
having the powers of a tenant for life who is a 
bankrupt, or whose estate or interest in the 
land has been assigned or parted with.’ ”—(Mr. 
Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said although he 
was unable to accept the Amendment 
he hoped he should be able to reconcile 
the Bill with the points raised by the 
hon. and learned Member. The Amends 
ment, as it stood, precluded sales by 
mortgagees or tenants for life who had | 
no substantial interest in the property. 
Both those classes could sell under the 
existing law. If these classes of persons 
were debarred from selling, one of the 
main objects of the Bill would be defeated. 
The clause, as it stood, only conferred 
discretion on the Land Commission. 
and it was not necessary to interfere 
with that discretion. He considered that 
other interests in these cases were pro- 
tected by the discretion which was) 
vested in the Land Commission. The 
Government proposed that persons in 
this position should not be entitied to 
the bonus on the same terms as others, 
because it was quite clear that great 
objection would be taken to a sale of | 
property by such persons, and to their | 
taking the bonus; and when the grant- | 
in-aid clause was reached, he intended | 
to propose that the bonus in these cases | 
should go into the purchase-money for | 
the satis!action of other claims. | 

| 


*Mr. BUTCHER said some of his | 
objections had been satisfied by the | 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman, | 
but one objection had not been met, 
and that was sale by a person who had 
no interest in getting the best price, | 





quick sale. 


Mr. CLANCY said it would greatly 
weaken the Bill if this Amendment 


| were carried, and he was sorry the 


right hon. Gentleman had made the 


concession he had, because it took away 
the very inducement for them to sell. 
those | 
'to sell was the very fact that they 
‘would get the 


The only inducement such persons had 


bonus. The Chief 
Secretary now said the bonus was 
going to be thrown into the purchase- 
money, and the only inducement for 
them to sell was taken away. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


* Mr. BUTCHER, in the absence of the 
hon. Member for North Louth, moved 
the Amendment standing in the hon. 
Member’s name. He said if the person 
was registered as a person entitled to 


sell he ought to be allowed to sell 


under the Act. The acceptance of 
the Amendment would result in the 


avoidance of difficulties likely to arise 


in regard to whether a person was the 
person to sell or not. He begged to 


' move, 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 9, line 31, after the word ‘ Act,’ 
to insert the words ‘is registered under The 
Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 
1891, as amended by this Act, as owner of an 
estate suflicient to constitute him a person 
having power to sell under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts, or.’” —(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had no 
objection to an Amendment of the 
| Registration of Title Act, but he doubted 
if that could be effected under the Bill. 
|If hon. Gentlemen desired there should 
be, this session or next, a new Registra- 
tion Bill he had no objection to the 


more mean wer aa — 
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Amendment “as amended by this and | 


subsequent Acts,” but as the 
Member for North Louth had an/| 
Amendment lower down and was not | 
then present the Amendment might | 
perhaps be allowed to wait. 


_* Mr. BUTCHER said he was disposed | 
to take the Amendment as amended by 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the real | 
question was whether this could be done 
in four sections, or whether it must be | 


amended by a Bill. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said the mere fact 
that a person was registered owner | 
ought not to be sufficient title for him 
to sell. It might be possible for a 
person not having a title under this | 
Bill to be placed on the register. 


| words 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought it would 
bejbetter not at this Stage of the Bill 
to attempt to amend the Registration 
Act. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


«In page 9, lines 31 and 32, to leave out the 
words ‘claims in respect of an interest which 
is sufficient to constitute him,’ and insert the 
words ‘ gives primdé facie evidence that he is.’ ” 
—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the object of 
his Amendment might count his im- 
mediate predecessor’s occupation as his 
own, as in the case of a father dying 
within the six years and the gon 
inheriting. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 35, to leave out the words | 
‘has been by himself or his,’ and insert the | 
words ‘or his immediate predecessor in title 
has been personally or by an.’” —(Mr. Wynd- | 
ham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said it | 
appeared to him that a man who was 
in possession by a Receiver of the Land 
Court had not sufficient title to sell. 
He therefore begged to move. 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 35, to leave out the words 
‘or a receiver.’” —(Mr. H. Robertson.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM said this Amend- 
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‘ment might be accepted. The word 
| “* receiver ” 


was not meant to cover 
a Receiver of the Land Court at all. 
It was not adrem and was therefore 
unnecessary. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 9, line 37, after the word ‘tit,’ to 
insert the words ‘subject to such conditions 


| with respect to advertisements and notices as 


may be prescribed.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 39, at end, to insert the 
‘Provided that an owner who has not 
for six years immediately preceding been in 
receipt of any portion of the rents or prvfits 
of the land (other than the demesne, and 


| whether or not he be under an occupation rent 


for such demesne) shall not without the con- 
sent of his incumbrancers be at liberty to sell 
any land under the Land Purchase Acts. 
(2) A mortgagee in possession with power of 
sale, or a mortgagee who has been by himself 
or through a receiver in exclusive receipt of 
the rents or profits of an estate for a period of 
not less than six years immediately preceding, 
shall, for the purposes of the Land Purchase 
Acts, he deemed to be a landlord.’ ”*—(Mr. 
Sharpe). 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
accept the An.endment, as it was opposed 
to the Irish and other Land Acts. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn; 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
On Clause 16 : 


Mr. BUTCHER said that Clause 16. 
Sub-section (1), provided that the Land 
Commission should be able to recover 
arrears of rent in regard to land purchased 
by them, and the Amendment he was 
about to move proposed that the Com- 
mission should pay over the value of the 
arrears to the landlord. In the case of a 
sale direct to the tenants, the usual prac- 
tice, if there were any arrears, Was to add 
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a certain sum to the purchase-money, | to discharge that debt, and then entered 
and out of the purchase-money a sum | into obligations with the State. The 
not exceeding one year’s arrears was paid | almost universal practice was that, where 
to the landlord. That was fair enough. | the tenant desired to buy and the land- 
But in the case of a sale to the Land | lord to sell, an arrangement was come to 
Commission, there was no provision in| by which—as it was crudely put—a year 
the Bill by which the landlord would get | was added to the price; in other words, 
anything in respect of arrears. He con-| the parties agreed to a bargain which 
tended that if the landlord was not to wiped out all question of past debt—a 
get anything in the way of purchase- | transaction which was absolutely neces- 
money for the arrears, and if the Land sary before the tenant-purchaser could be 
Commission was to be entitled to recover | accepted as a debtor of the State. In the 
the arrears, the value of the said arrears | Bill the Government had endeavoured to 
ought to be paid to the landlord. Unless strike a rough-and-ready bargain which 
some such provision was made, sales to | they believed to be substantially just. 
the Land Commission would be penalised. It appeared to be unjust that a part of 
He was aware that another clause pro- the purchase-money which might be in 
vided that the landlord should keep one respect of arrears should go into the 
year’s arrears of rent, but that merely purchase money, because it really belonged 
reduced the purchase money. His point to the vendor, so they cut the Gordian 
was that, as the landlord had nothing in knot by saying he might take a year's 
the purchase money in respect of the arrears out of the purchase-money, the 
arrears, he was entitled to either the remainder of the purchase-money being 
arrears themselves or their value. He distributed amongst the superiorinterests. 


begged to move. This decision had been arrived at after 
careful consideration; the (4overnment 
Amendment proposed— considered it fair as between the vendor 


> “ ye . "AS 

“In page 10,line 10, at end, to insert the and the owners of rang ponaned ee a and 
words ‘(2) The value of such arrears of rent, | !t certainly made for speed, whereas the 
if not agreed upon between the veador and the Amendment would mean great delay, 
Land Commission, shall be fixed by the Judicial | jmmense difficulty in estimating the value 
Commissioner, and shall be paid by the Land of the arrears and in collecting them, anc 
Commission to the vendor over and above the | h ° bl ‘ cal th : 1 
purchase-money of the lands. Paymentof the 80 the questionable proposal that al 
value of such arrears of rent shall be madeim- such arrears should be handed to the 


mediately on the completion of the purchase yendor, and nothing to the owners of 
agreement to the person who would have been “sor j 

oe : “ superior interests. 
entitled to receive the same.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) P 


Question proposed, “That those words, MR. BUTCHER asked whether it 
be there inserted.” would be possible for a landlord, when he 


Me. WYNDHAM said he could not negotiated a sale with the Land Commis- 


! sion, to get an increase of price where 
possibly accept the Amendment, and he there were large arrears of rent. If 80, 
thought he could satisfy his hon. and | pis difficulty would be met. If it would 
learned friend that it was not one on 


; wale | not be possible, he thought it was very 
which he need insist. The Amendment P . 1g . 


. hard that a whole year’s rent should be 
would have the effect of placing on the 


; um cut out of the curpus of the purchase- 
Land Commission the duty, not only of money. The arrears ought to be either 
judicially ascertaining the amount due, 


ne included in the purchase-money or paid 
but also of estimating the value of the over subsequently to the landlord. 
debt. Such a power would be inquisi- 
torial, and would lead to a great waste . 
of time. The arbitrary limit of one) Mr. WYNDHAM pointed out that the 
year’s arrears, as placed in the Bill, seemed | purchase-money was the total amount 
to him to be the best arrangement. At | the purchaser had agreed to pay. There 
present, attempts were sometimes made | was nothing in the Bill by which an 
to collect the arrears, but they generally | unfavourable distinction was drawn 
broke down, while if they succeeded they | between sales to the Land Commission 
were not usually welcome in the public | and sales direet to the tenants. By 
interest, because it meant that people | Clause 5, the Land Commission would 
who were already in debt made an effort be in treaty with the tenants to know 
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how much they would pay, and one of 
the first considerations in such a matter 
was always the manner in which the 
arrears were to be dealt with. The 
Land Commission, being in touch with 
both landlord and tenant, would arrive 
at a bargain to which three-fourths of 
the tenants subscribed, the result of 
which was a corpus of money out of 
which the landlord was to take one 
year’s arrears, as was usually dore in the 
case of sales effected directly between 
landlord and tenant. He thought that 
was a practical solution of the question. 


Mr. BUTCHER understood that his 
point would, in substance, be met, and 
he therefore asked leave to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BUTCHER moved to insert 
‘‘ Judicial Commissioner” for “Land 
Commission,” his contention being that 
the matter referred to was one more 
fitted for the 
than for the Estates Commissioners, who 
were not necessarily conversant with 
questions of law. He admitted that the 
present proposed Commissioners included 
persons so qualified, but that might not 
always be the case. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 10, lines 14 and 15, leave out 
‘Land Commission,’ and -insert ‘Judicial 
Commissioner.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said there was one 
series of Amendments on the Paper 
proposing to substitute “ Judicial Com- 
missioner” for ‘‘ Land Commission”’ 
wherever the term was used, and another 
series suggesting the substitution of 
‘Land Commission ” wherever “ Judicial 
Commissioner” occurred. The Govern- 
ment had endeavoured as far as possible 
to give administrative work to an 
administrative body and judicial work 
to a judicial body, the allocation having 
been made after very careful considera- 
tion. Upon that allocation the hon. and 
learned Member had an advantage as 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


Land Bill. 


992 


the Bill was drawn, because there was 
an over-riding injunction that all judicial 
points were to be brought before the 
Judicial Commissioner, so that if any 
doubt arose it would be decided by that 


official. 


*Sirn JOHN GOLOMB said he under- 
stood the principle on which the right 
hon. Gentleman had proceeded, but 
surely it was entirely a question of law 
as to who was entitled to the purchase- 
money. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that whenever 
a prima facie case could be made out that 
a question was one of law it would go 
to the Judicial Commissioner. 


Question put, and agreed to. 





Judicial Commissioner | 


Clause 16 agreed to. 


| 
| 
| Clause 17, 

| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the Com- 
_mittee had now reached a point of con- 
siderable difficulty, as was shown by tile 
| fact that no fewer than five notices of 
| Motion for the rejection of this clause 
| were on the Paper, those Motions coming 
|from every part of the House. The 
|reason was that tenants in every part 
of Ireland were very jealous of any 
| attempt to touch their rights under the 
Act of 1881. He did not think the 
rejection of the clause was the course 
that ought to be followed. It was quite 
impossible to allow one-fourth of the 
tenants on any estate to bar or hinder 
'the sale to and purchase by the other 
three-fourths. It would be equally 
impossible to leave that one-fourth as 
tenants of the Land Commission, as the 
Commission would be unable to fix the 
rents where they were themselves the 
landlords. He did not say that the 
Amendment he had placed on the Paper 
was a perfect way out of the difficulty, 
but it was taken almost bodily from 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896. It might 
not be a very logical thing to declare 
a man to be a purchaser when he did 
not want to purchase, but the Committee 
had a choice of difficulties, and there was 
no way out except by some such means ; 
and, inasmuch as this method of procedure 
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had already been adopted and no com- 
plaint had been made of it, he thought 
it was as good a way out of the difficulty 
as any that could be found. In addition 
to the part to which he referred, viz.— 

“The Estates Commissioners may, if, having 
regard to the circumstances of the case, they 
think it expedient, order that the remaining 
tenants, or any of them, shall be deemed to 
have accepted the offers made to them, and the 
Land Purchase Acts shall apply accordingly.” 
there was the following proviso to safe- 
guard the interests of the one-fourth of 
the tenants, viz.— 


‘Provided that the Commissioners before 
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of dealing with the cases under considera- 
tion. He wished to explain the"process 
by which the Government had arrived 
at that conclusion. It had been ad- 
mitted that some method must be 
found of dealing with such an estate 
bought by the Land Commission. It 
had been admitted that there were 
cases in which the Land Commission 
ought to buy with the assent of three- 
fourths of the tenants. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo accepted the 
illustrations he gave of cases in which it 
was proper for the Land Commission to 
buy a property without having previ- 








making such order shall consider any objection 
thereto, or modification therein, made or 
suggested by such tenants, and may alter or 
modify the terms at which such tenants, or 
any of them shall be deemed to have purchased 
as may be considered equitable.” 


The proviso which he had added would 
safeguard the interests of the objecting 
tenants, for the Commissioners, having 
heard their case, would have discretion 
to make any difference which in their 
judgment might be called for in the 
terms as between the dissenting 
minority and the assenting majority. +; 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 33, to leave out from the 
word ‘holdings,’ to end of clause, and insert 
the words ‘The Estates Commissioners may, 
if, having regard to the circumstances of the 
‘ase, they think it expedient, order that the 
remaining tenants, or any of them, shall be 
deemed to have accepted the offers made to 
them, and the Land Purchase Acts shall apply 
accordingly. Provided that the Commissioners 
before making such order shall consider any 
objection thereto, er modification therein, made 
or suggested by euch tenants, and may alter or 
modify the terms at which such tenants, or 
any of them, shall be deemed to have purchased 
as may be considered equitable.’ ”—(Mr. 7. W. 
Russell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


ously got the consent of the Court. 
Having bought, the Land Commission 
became the land owner. Before he 
introduced this Bill he came to the 
conclusion that it was not advisable 
to unduly weight this measure by the 
introduction of any novel procedure to 
meet the difficulties of the case when 
the Land Commission bought with- 
out the assent of three - fourths, 
Then he held that where a majority 
had bought, the minority might well 
go on under the present rents. He 
held that there was a far less drastic 
procedure than the one recommended 
to-night, and he thought it was recom- 
mended as a substitute by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford in the 
Second Reading debate, namely, that 
where three-fourths bought the remain- 
ing one-fourthshould be deemed to have 
bought. They were now invited to 
revert to the practice under Section 40. 
There was a great deal to be said for 
adopting that method, which was 
known in Ireland. Certainly nothing 
could be urged against employing that 
measure when it was to be employed 
by the Estates Commissioners. He 
thought such a tribunal could with 
general satisfaction administer Section 





Mr. WYNDHAM said this Clause 
was referred to more than once during 
the debate which took place on the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and the 
views of the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford and many of his hon. 
friends were then carefully expressed 
upon it. He thought the proviso should 
not be accepted, but he agreed to accept 
the first part of the Amendment, 
believing it to be as good a way as any 


VOL. CXXIV. [Fourtu SErizs.] 





40 in the cases where it was admitted 
that some machinery must be found. 
|‘*No, no.’’] That he understood was 
the suggestion thrown out during the 
Second Reading, and there was a great 
deal tobe saidin favour of adopting the old 
method. There was another advantage 
in proceeding along a known path. They 
could work in other Amendments on 
the Paper. There was a very good 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
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hon. and learned Member for Louth. As 
it stood he did not think the phraseology 
would work in. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : Not if you accept 
this Amendment, for then my Amend- 
ment would be needless. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the proviso to 
the Amendment did not occur in 
Section 40, and he thought they had 
better proceed along a known line. He 
held that the object which the hon. 
Member was aiming at was attained 
without the proviso. 


Mr. DILLON denied that the Amend- 
ment was on the lines of Section 40. 
That section was compulsory against the 
landlord as well as the tenant, but this 
Amendment proposed to put compulsion 
on the tenant without there being any 
compulsion whatever on the landlord. 
The iandlord was not compelled to sell. 
But when the Land Commission had 
bought over the heads of the tenants, this 
proposal empowered that body to compel 
one-fourth of the tenants to buy their 
farms at a price to which they objected. 


He thought that was a most unfair and 


one-sided provision. The average price 
put upon the farms by the Land Com- 
mission was fifteen and a half years pur- 
chase. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would give him an undertaking that in 
no case would any tenant be compelled 
to purchase at more than fifteen and a 
half years he should have no objection. 
The tenants ought not to be subjected 
to any penal clause. The proviso which 
the hon. Member first put into his Amend- 
ment would have had a considerable 
effect in mitigating the offensive character 
of the proposal, but the Chief Secretary 
objected to it, while accepting the penal 
portion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that in the 
discussions of this Bill he had agreed in 
the main with the hon. Member for 
Mayo, but on this occasion he differed 
from him entirely. He did not regard 
this as a penal provision at all, but as a 
most reasonable proposal, especially as 
modified by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone. The hon. Member for Mayo 
had referred to the Act of 1887 and the 
“eviction-made-easy ” clause; but he would 
recall to him the Act of 1896, when the 
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Government proposed to take away from 
every tenant in the congested districts 
area the right to have a fair rent fixed. 
He himself was afraid to open his mouth 
on the Bill of 1896, because the hon. 
Member for Mayo was then the Leader 
of the Party, and he was more or less, 
sometimes more and sometimes less, 
under his jurisdiction ; and so, if it had 
not been for the hon. and _ learned 
Member for North Tyrone, who inter- 
posed at the very moment when the 
Chairman was putting the clause, every 
tenant in the congested districts area 
would have had this right taken away 
from him. But what was this proposal ? 
Let them be reasonable and have some 
sense of proportion. The Land Commis- 
sion, in the interests of the tenants, acting 
in the same spirit as the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, acquired a holding. What 
for? Not to make money out of it and to 
sell it to London speculators, but to benefit 
the tenants on the holding. It might 
very well be that two or three wastrels 
on the holdings would set up their backs 
and obstruct the sale to the whole of the 
tenants. If they did so, surely it was 
fair and reasonable that the Land Com- 
mission should be empowered to act 
according to this provision. The terrible 
penalty was that these tenants were to be 
made owners of their land. If anyone 
made him owner of his house on the 
same conditions he would be delighted to 
accept money at 2} per cent. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said the 
other day when he was proposing an 
Amendment of a similar character 
to this one, the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford said it was 
preposterous and. absurd. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo had made 
an attack upon the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone over this Amendment, 
but the hon. Member had enough to do 
to carry that wretched Dunraven Treaty 
on his back. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Tullyfy him!] The minority spoken 
of were likely to be the selfish land- 
grabbers and those who always held out 
against a reasonable settlement. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that 
both upon the introduction of the Bill 
and the Second Reading exception was 
taken to this clause, mostly to Sub-section 
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(b), which proposed toapply compulsion 
not merely to one-fourth, but practically 
to onehalf in cases where the Lord 
Lieutenant enabled that to be done. He 
understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not now suggest that the 
power to the Lord Lieutenant should 
remain. The Chief Secretary was quite 
right in saying that he madea suggestion 
with reference to the 40th Section. 
What he said was that he took a strong 
objection to the bare majority, and that 
with reference to the three-fourths he 


thought the penalty proposed in the | 


jill, that the remaining one fourth 
should be deprived of their rights, was 
an absurd and monstrous one. He 
agreed that it would not be desirable, 
nor did he think that the tenants gener- 
ally would regard it as desirable, that a 
small handful of tenants on an estate 
should be allowed to block a whole 
transaction of purchase, and, therefore, 
tliat some power should be taken to deal 
with such a contingency, but he thought 
the simplest and least objectionable way 
of doing so would be on the lines of the 
40th Section. He did not see why the 
Chief Secretary should object to the 
proviso, The Judge in the Land Court 
was given this discretion, and why should 
it be taken away from the Commis. 
sioners? All that the proviso said was 
that before imposing this penalty upon 
recalcitrant tenants the Land Commission 
might consider any objection taken as 
to the price, and surely that was reason- 
able and proper. He could not under- 
stand why the right hon. Gentleman 
objected to this proviso. Surely if a 
small number of tenants held out, it 
was reasonable and proper that the 
Commissioners should inquire whether 
the objection was reasonable or not. 
Although he shared the objection to the 
clause as a whole which had been put 
forward by the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, he thought this question of block- 
ing transactions by two men was one 
that must be dealt with in some way. 
If the proviso proposed by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone were allowed 
to stand, it might be a way out of the 
difficulty. He asked the Chief Secretary 
whether he could not allow the Amend- 
ment to stand asa whole. It gave the 
Land Commissioners the same discretion 
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as was possessed now by the Land Judge. 
He saw no reason why they should not 
have that discretion. 


CoLoneL SAUNDERSON said they 
were all, he believed, anxious that this 
Bill should run, and that the sooner they 
placed the tenants in possession of the 
land the better. He thought it would 
be a most unfortunate thing that one- 
fourth of the tenants of an estate should 
bar a settlement which would bring 
saiisfaction to a multitude of people. 
He did not believe they would find one 
estate, perhaps, out of a hundred where 
one-fourth of the tenants would refuse to 
be made proprietors of their own land at 
a large reduction of rent. But the 
proposition of the hon, Member for 
South Tyrone might obviate a difficulty 
which might arise and bring about an 
unfortunate state of things. The only 
difficulty he had in regard to the 
proviso was that it appeared to be 
fraught with legal complications; it 
introduced the lawyer. 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: Where does this 
terrible man come in ¢ 


CoLtoNeL SAUNDERSON said he 
could come in to show where modifica- 
tions were necessary, and where the terms 
might be modified. If the hon. and 
learned Member for Louth were em- 
ployed he could make a good deal out of 
these points. It was to avoid the delay 
and expense which would thus be in- 
volved that he objected to the proviso 
from the layman’s point of view. He 
thought the other part of the proposal of 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone was 
one which would lead to what they all 
desired, and that was the most expeditious 
manner possible of placing the Irish 
tenants in possession of their land, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that in the 
seventeen years that the Purchase Act 
had been in force he had not been 
three times before the Commission. 
He understood that the Estates 
Commissioners would do their work, 
not sitting as a court at all, but 
as an administrative body. It would be 
managed by direct communication with 
the tenants, the tenants’ solicitors, and 
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the landlords’ solicitors. The machinery 
of purchase was not a contentious 
business at all. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON said he had 
as great an objection to a solicitor as to 
a lawyer. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that in his judg- 
ment the tenants who did not employ 
solicitors to work for them were penny 
He had known 
because the 


wise and pound foolish. 
hundreds of pounds lost 
tenant would not pay 6s. &d. to a 
solicitor. One solicitor was acquainted 
with another, and they could arrange 
these matters. Just as hon. Members 
from Ireland could run things through 
his House by meeting the right hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armagh, 
arguing with him in the most polite 
way outside the House, and using to 
him a quite different tone and manner 
to that which they employed officially 
inside, so the tenant’s solicitor, meeting 
the landlord's solicitor in the market- 
place, and talking over things, got over 
a hundred points long before they 
reached the Commissioners. He did not 
apprehend that the difficulties sug- 
gested by the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman would in the least appear. 
He thought they were dealing with an 


imaginary difficulty, but it was one that 


must be provided against. If they 
allowed two or three curmudgeons 
to take advantage of their ill-humour 
or cussedness to block a sale these men 
might become masters of the situation, 
just as they had known such a thing in 
this House, he would not say on the part 
of the Colonial Secretary or the hon. 
Member for Stoke. It was notorious that 
two or three men asserting themselves 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 








Land Bill. 1000 


unduly undoubtedly acquired great power. 
There was no machinery known to the 
constitution by which a_ three-fourths 
majority could be ruled by one-fourth. 
They had not that protection in the Bill, 
and it was now proposed to provide it on 
the easiest terms possible. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that having 
considered the Amendment he had gone 
the whole length to which he could go at 
one bound when he accepted the first 
The proviso was not necessary, 
He had 
tried to meet hon. Members opposite, and 


part of it. 
and he saw some dangers in it. 


he hoped the Committee would now come 


to a decision on this matter. 


Mr. DILLON said it was absurd to 
represent the attitude he had taken up in 
this matter as indicating a desire to 
enable two or three men to obstruct t.ie 


No 


occurred to his mind, 


sale of an estate. such idea ever 
But there mighit 
be, and he believed there would he, 
estates where if the price was fixed by 
three-fourths of the tenants the remaining 
fourth would feel aggrieved ; and it was 
not fair to reject the proviso by which 
they would be enabled to state their 


The Chief 
Secretary had made an urgent appeal to 


grievance to the Commission. 


wind up the discussion simply because 
he had announced at the commencement, 
at One jump, the concession he was pre- 
pared to make. He protested against 


that, for hon. Members were at least 
entitled to state their views at reasonable 


length. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he wished 
to offer a word of explanation as to what 
he meant. What he thought would 
happen was that where three-fourths of 
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the tenants on an estate agreed to pur-| Clause 18. 

chase on certain terms the minority of one- | 

fourth might hold out. What heimagined| Mr. CLANCY urged that the regula- 
would take place under these circum- tions as to turbary should be laid on the 
stances was that the Land Commission | Table of the House. He did not desire to 
would probably send down an inspector to detain the Committee by moving an 
confer with the recalcitrant minority, to Amendment, but he wished to say that if 
learn their circumstances and to report to | it was proposed to give the trustees 
the Commission, and that the Commission | powers to tax that would be thoroughly 
would then act on that report and do | unconstitutional. 

what they thought right in the circum- | 

stances. That was all he thought the! Mr. ATKINSON said it would be 
proviso would do. He did not think this | quite impossible until the trustees had 
was a penalising clause against the tenants. | acquired particular rights to make regula- 
He did not chose to lose the first part of tions as to how they were to be exercised. 
his Amendment because he could not. 


carry the second. Clause 18 agreed to. 


| 

| 
Mr. WYNDHAM said he was much| Clause 19. 

obliged to the hon. Gentleman for assist- | 

ing their progress this evening. He| Amendment proposed— 


formally moved the omission of the, “!™ pagel), line 25, to leave out the word 
ininsilieds e vesting,’ and insert the word ‘sale.’ ”—(Mr. 
I | Edward Mitchell.) 


| 
Amendment proposed to the proposed | Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment— 


“To omit lines 7 to 10.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) Amendment proposed— 
Amendment to proposed Amendment “ In page 1], line 30, to leave out the 
| word ‘may,’ and insert the word ‘shall.’ ”— 


agreed to. (Mr. Edward Mitchell.) 


| 
| 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. Question proposed, “That the word 


| ‘may’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY moved to add at | 
the end of the first sub-section— | Mr. ATKINSON said he could not 


| accept the Amendment, because in many 


"cases it would be necessary that the word 
Amendment proposed— ; 
zu : P “may” should be retained. 
In page 10, line 38, at end, toinsert the words | 


‘where the tenant could have obtained an | 
advance of the entire purchase-money, and the | Mr. MITCHELL said he would with- 
Land Commission had offered in the prescribed : 
manner to make the advance.’”—(Mr. 7. M. draw his Amendment. 
Healy.) . 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


| “Jn page 11, line 31, after the word ‘afore- 


Clause 17, as amended, agreed to, said,’ to insert the words ‘and on any estate 
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purchased by the Land Commission when | 
the only bog available is in ‘possession of 
the landlord. It shall be necessary for the 
landlord prior to sale to dispose of the 
whole or as much as may be necessary | 
of the bog tw the Land Commission for 
the use of the tenants, at such price as in 
case of dispute may be considered fair by a 
Land Commission inspector. ’”—(Dr. Thomp- 
son.) 


} 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the Amend- 


ment was entirely unnecessary. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would sug- 
gest that there should be a wider and less 
definite wording of this section. A man 
on the upper part of a mountain might 
have twenty or thirty acres of bog land, 
The | 
the 


and an acre or two of tillage land. 
only pasturage which he had in 
summer time would be on a patch of 
the bog land. 
upon him if aman on the lower part of 
the mountain, who had plenty of pasture 
on which his cows browsed up to the 


It would be very hard 


udders in grass, came up and destroyed 
his little bit of summer grazing. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that these things 
could be provided for by schemes which 


would be drawn up to meet each case. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) said 


he would withdraw his Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) | 
said he wished to draw attention to 
the question of hand-made turf. If 
the 


were enforced against a large number 


9 


regulations under Sub-section 
of tenants in his constituency they would 
be severely penalised. The right hon. 
Gentleman had promised him that he 


| 
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would add some such words as would 
protect these tenants. He moved there- 
fore. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 32, after the word ‘ cutting’ 
to insert the words ‘or making.’ ’—(M. J. P. 
Farrell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman would have any objection 
to put in after the word “turf” in line 
34, the words “and pasturage.” It was 
not merely the turf which the tenant 
on the top of the mountain wanted, but 
the small bit of grass on the turf. 


“Mr. ATKINSON said he presumed 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman 
meant that the turf and grass should not 
be cut away to such an extent as to 
seriously injure the mountain holding. 
[If so, he would accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 11, line 34, after the word ‘turf’ 
to insert the words ‘and pasturage.”’”—(Mr. 7. 
M. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 19, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 20. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said that this 
clause enabled the Land Commission 
on the application of any proprietor 
of a holding to determine all ques- 


tions which might arise respecting the 


boundaries of the holdings, easements, 


or appurtenances, claimed by any pro- 
prietors against any other proprietors or 
tenantsof holdings. That wasan enormous 
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power to give to the Land Commission 
on a subject upon which the Irish tenants 
were peculiarly touchy, and which often 
gave rise to disputes and disorder. In 
order to modify the clause he begged to 
move. 


“In line 3, after the word ‘may’ insert‘ with 
the consent of all the proprietors and tenants 
affected thereby.’ ” 

If these words were inserted the mischief 
would be minimised, or disappear alto- 
gether ; because it would become a species 
of arbitration, and enable the tenants to 
get a hearing. It would be a monstrous 
thing to allow the Land Commission to 
settle boundaries on an ex parte statement. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 3, after the word ‘may’ to 
insert the words ‘with the consent of all the 


proprietors and tenants affected thereby.’”— , 


(Mr. Hempihill.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. TULLY said he hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman would not accept 
the Amendment. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the pro- 
posal on the Bill was simply to enable the 
Land Commission to settle a question of 


boundaries instead of driving a number 


of poor proprietors into litigation. The 
Land Commission would have no coercive 
jurisdiction. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
that the questions thus left to the ex 


clusive jurisdiction of the Land Com- | 


mission might be of the most momentous 
The County Courts and the 
Superior Courts were open to the tenants. 
He would suggest that some limitation 
should be placed on this new power that 
was to be conferred. 


character. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said that it was not 
proposed by the Clause to oust the juris- 
diction of the County Courts. It simply 
provided that two adjoining proprietors 
might appoint the Land Commission to 


arbitrate between them. He would be 


willing to insert on line 3, the words “at 
the request of the parties interested.” 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said that that was 
exactly the thing he wanted, and he 
would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘« In page 12, line 3, after the word ‘ may’ to 
insert the words ‘at the request of the parties 
interested.’”—(Mr. Atkinson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 3, after the words ‘ think 
fit’ to insert the words ‘for the carrying out 
_of such purpose.’”—(Mr. Hemphiti.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said his right hon. 
friend apparently wanted to confine the 
exercise of these magisterial powers to 
the purchase, but in his opinion it. was 
much more important that the Land Coin- 
mission should haye power to arbitrate 
either before the purchase, on the purchase, 
or after the purchase. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said he could very 
well understand the granting of such 
powers to the Land Commission for the 
purpose of educating the people in the 
| policy of this Act, but here they were 
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setting up a tribunal for the purpose of 
determining some of the most delicate 
questions that could be raised. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY considered the 


proposed tribunal a very proper one, and | 


considered that it would confer a great 
amount of good on small farmers 
throughout Ireland. Anyone acquainted 
with Irish County Court procedure 
must regret the great amount of money 
wasted on disputes over very small 
matters. 


Mr. WOOD could not agree with 
the last He thought the 
clause was unnecessary because under 


speaker. 


existing Acts ample powers were con- 
ferred on the Land Commission to 
settle disputes for the purpose cf carry- 
ing out sales between landlord and 
tenant. He considered the suggestion of 
the Attorney-General a very fair one. 
He was reminded of a case which came 
under his personal notice. Two tenants 


had a dispute, and in order to avoid the 


expense of litigation they agreed to place | 
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| Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) 
‘thought the clause did not go quite far 
|enough. When the Land Commissioners 
| sent down an inspector toinspect an estate 
he might find a dispute between two 
tenants A and B asto a right-of-way, ora 
boundary, or some matter of the kind, 
and the landlord would be unable to 
go forward with the sale until the dis- 
pute was settled, although possibly the 
tenant might decline to persevere with 
that. When A made a claim and did 
not persevere with it it remained a 
block in the way which was perhaps 
only to be got rid of by the landlord 
paying A to withdraw his objection. 
In his opinion the Land Commissioners 
should be given power to determine all 
disputes between tenants in respect of 
holdings about to be sold. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: [ask leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 


a turkey cock on a table, and whichever | 


of the two parties the bird first bowed | 
The | 


to was to be deemed in the right. 
experiment was not a success, so at last 
they had to go to the County Court 
Judge, and to spend a good deal of 


Clause 21. 


Mr. WYNDHAM moved an Amend- 
ment, providing that any question of 
law arising should be referred for the 
decision of a Judicial Commissioner. 


money which might have been saved 


had they obtained proper legal advice in 
ae 


the first instance. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND hoped 
that the clause would be allowed to 
pass. He regarded this clause as one of 
the very best in the Bill, as it would do 
away with a lot of useless and expensive 
litigation. 

Mr. Hemphill. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 12, line 12, to leave out the word 
| ‘may,’ and insert the words ‘shall on the appli- 
cation of any person interested.’”—(Mr. 
| Wyndham.) 
| 


} 
| Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM next moved a 
‘further Amendment to line 13, the 
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object of which was to prevent frivolous 
law points being raised. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 12, line 13, at end, to insert the words 
‘unless in the opinion of the Estates Commis- 
sioners the application is frivolous.’”—(Mr. 


Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. DILLON moved to amend the 


second sub-section so that it should 


read :— 

“The Estates Commissioners shall be 
appointed by His Majesty, by warrant under 
the Royal Sign Manual, as additional Members 
of the Land Commission.” 

Read- 


He said that the Second 


ing of the Bill the Chief Secretary 


on 


gave a sort of pledge that there should 
be of the 
Commissioners, that there should be no 


no difference in the status 
chairman, and that all should have the 
The object of 
to secure the 
The pro- 


were plainly 


same status and powers. 


this Amendment was 
redemption of that pledge. 
visions of Sub-section 2 
inconsistent with that promise, for one 
Commissioner was to be appointed by 
Sign Manual and his salary charged on 
the Consolidated Fund, while the other 
two were to hold their office at pleasure 
and to be paid a lower salary to be pro- 
It 


vided by Parliament. was pretty 
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hon. Members around him were entitled 
to object to the landlords’ representative 
on the Commission being made practi- 
cally the president of that body. As 
had been said more that once, the future 
|of that Bill depended to an enormous 
| extent on the method of administering it. 
Land Bill after Land Bill in the history 
‘of the Irish Land War had been des- 
| troyed by administration, and the hopes 
and confidence of the people had been 
turned into bitter disappointment in con- 
sequence. If there was to be any real 
settlement now, there must be a fresh 
departure in the matter of administra- 
the 
entrusted to such men as Judge Ross and 
Mr. 
withdrawn from the criticism of Parlia- 


tion. They did not want work 


Frederick Wrench, who would he 


ment, and as to whose actions Ministers 
He 
had hoped to see the administration put 


would be able to refuse information. 


on a sounder basis and placed in the 
hands of men who would be recognised as 
a responsible body of administrators and 
not mere officials. Let the Government 
adopt that policy honestly and frankly, 
and not give the chief place to one who 
enjoyed the confidence neither of tenants 
nor of landlords. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would realise the gravity 
of that question, and the importance of 
endeavouring to secure the confidence of 
| the Irish people in the Commission. 


well known that the landlord’s nominee | 


the Commission was to be Mr. 


Frederick Wrench. 
£3,000 a year as compared with £2,000 
a year to be given to the other Commis- 


on 


He was to be paid | 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 12, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘one of.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


sioners, and as his salary would be a | 


charge on the Consolidated Fund he | 


alone on the Commission would not be 


subject to Parliamentary criticism. He | 
would, in fact, hold a position entirely | 


different from that held by the other 
two Commissioners, He thought that 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
' ‘one of’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that on 
‘the night the Bill was introduced he 


heartily congratulated the Government 
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on the fact—as stated by the Chief 
Secretary—that the decisions of the 
new tribunal, being a non - judicial 
tribunal, would be open to criticism on 
the Estimates. But on seeing the Bill 
in print he very soon discovered that the 
statement of the Chief Secretary was 
inasmuch as the most im- 


inaccurate, 
portant member of the Commission, by 


having his salary charged to the Con- 
solidated Fund, was removed from the 
criticism of the House, The right hon. 
Gentleman, no doubt unintentionally, 
conveyed a false impression on the night 
he introduce! the Bill. It was now clear 
that Mr. Wrench was placed in the 
position of superiority over his colleagues. 
Parliament would be unable to discuss 
his conduct, and he could not be removed 
except by some almost impossible pro- 
cedure, while his colleagues were to be 
in the position of removable resident 
magistrates. And Mr. Wrench was to 
occupy that favoured position in spite of 
the fact that he had not the confidence 
of either the landlords or the tenants in 
Ireland. Worse than that, the other two 
members of the Commission were paid 
lower salaries than Mr. Wrench, and were 
removable at pleasure. 
serious thing that Mr. Wrench should 
be put in such a position of superiority, 
and he hoped the Chief Secretary would 


give them satisfactory assurance that 


his promise on the point would be 
redeemed. It must not be forgotten 
that Mr. Wrench was already a member 
of the Congested Districts Board, and 
he certainly could not satisfactorily 
perform the work of the two offices. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY did not claim to 


be able to say whether or not the land-' 
lords had confidence in Mr. Wrench, | 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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rather from the point of view of the in- 
equality of the Commissioners than that 
of disparagement of one of their number. 
He contended that it was reasonable to 
require that Mr. Wrench should be put 
on the same footing with his colleagues 
Parliamentary criticism, 


as regarded 


tenure, and salary. He well remembered 
the mistake that was made in the case 
of Mr. Murrough O’Brien, who was 
appointed to his office by a Liberal 
Government at a reduced salary of 
£2,000, with the result that he was 
practically boycotted by his colleagues 
and treated as if he occupied an inferior 
instead of an equal position. They did 
not want a recurrence of that. There 
was a strong aroma of the Treasury 
about this clause; and the right hon. 
Gentleman had already rejected one 
Amendment on the ground that he 
was fettered by the Treasury. Asto the 
questions of status and tenure, such a 
case might occur as that, because the 
Commissioners by a majority refused to 
buy aslum holding. A Member of the 
House of Lords would at once come 
down with a Motion for their removal, 
and as the Peers held the Government 
in their pockets, the position would be 
intolerable. If the question was not 
decided that evening there was a danger 
of its discussion occupying the whole of 
the next day. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that with 
reference to the action of the Treasury he 
would remind the hon. and learned 


Member that the Bill was brought forward 
| upon the responsibility of the Government 


as a whole, but there was no doubt that 
a strong case had to be made out for 
creating new departments and new offices. 
He would repeat now what he said on the 
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first and second reading of the Bill— 
namely, that the sole intention of the 
Government was that the Estates Com- 
missioners should be a body of adminis- 
trators, and not a body of Judges. He 
did not know that he need take up the 
cudgels on behalf of Mr. Wrench, but he 
would only say that he should not have 
recommended his appointment unless he 
had had a very high opinion of his ability. 
No one had joined with him more 
cordially in pushing on land purchase and 
shortening the procedure. But, taking it 
that Mr. Wrench might be one of the 
three Commissioners, was it contended 
that a person who held a certain position 
at a certain salary could be appointed to 
do more work on condition that his 
tenure was altered and his salary reduced ? 
That was not practical politics. It was 
the intention that Mr. Wrench and the 
other Commissioners should be subject to 
the criticism of Parliament, and if there 
were any doubt as to that let it be 
removed. That was his intention, and he 
would see that it was carried into effect. 
His suggestion was that it should be made 
clear that the Estates Commissioners, as 
Estates Commissioners, were an adminis- 
trative and not a judicial body, and that 
their action in that capacity could be 
reviewed on the Estimates year by year. 
Their tenure, he thought, should be the 
tenure of the Civil Service. The hon. 
Member suggested that there should be a 
levelling up as regarded salaries ; but he 
would prefer not to discuss that sugges- 
tion. He associated himself, however, 
with the Treasury in thinking that 
£2,000 was an adequate salary for the 
work; and he could not suggest an 
increase to the Treasury. The salary 
which a man received did not add weight 
to his influence in council. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not want 


the House of Lords coming down and 
banging these men. 





Mr. WYNDHAM asked the hon. and 
jearned Gentleman how these men were 
to be subject to the criticism of this House 
and not of the other House. If they 


| were to be administrative, clearly they 
| es ° 
|must have an administrative tenure. 

} 

| 7 T . 

| Mr. T. M. HEALY said there never had 
| . . . 

| been an instance in which they were re- 


| 
j 


strained from discussing the action of 
County Court Judges. He himself had dis- 
cussed the judicial action of every County 
Court Judgein Ireland. He remembered 
beginning with Judge Clarke in 1881, 
and then he went on to Judge Barry, of 
Monaghan. The County Court Judges 
had never been considered to have a 
Consolidated Fund tenure. He thought 
there was some force in the suggestion 
of the right hon. Gentleman in regard 
to the salary, but on the question of 
tenure he remained immovable. It was 
an absurd tenure. These men ought not 
to be removable at pleasure. Their 
minds were all full of the old tenure 
disputes. But this was not the old 
question. It was not a question whether 
a man was withinthe Act or not. It was 
a question where two parties were agreed 
except as to amount, as to whether the 
Commissioners would give a man a 
£10,000 bonus or not, perhaps for a slim 
estate. With the influence of the con- 
stant hammer-hammer of society in a 
little island where everyone;was known, 
and where the telescope and microscope 
of public opinion were on every one, were 
these gentlemen to be given a scavenger’s 
tenure? Why, under the Local Govern- 





ment Act the humblest employee of a 
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County Council was given an absolute | senda telegram tothese unfortunate Com 
tenure. Was it reasonable that they | missioners which would make their hair 
should be asked, knowing what they did | curl. Where was the hon. Member for 
about the vicissitudes of appointments Stoke-upon-Trent, who had pleaded on be- 
in the past, to agree to such a proposal. half of the British taxpayers? This was 
If they were to agree to the suggestion | the occasion for protectingthe British tax- 
of the Government they would ‘be posi- | payers. The Commissioners could only 
tively giving away the tenants’ case. incur censure by acting on motives of 
He himself had not put down many economy and strictness. It was not the 
Amendments to the Bill; he did not care | criticism of the Irish Members they would 
a great deal about them ; and he would | incur, but the criticism of the gentlemen 
tell the Committee why. When the Land across the lobby. He took a strong view 
Act of 1881 was being passed he said :— on this clause, and unless they got some 


, ; | eel . te EO ee 
“Give me the making of the Land Com- | Satisfaction he was afraid its discussion 


mission, and I do not care who makes the | would occupy a good deal of time. 
land laws.” | 
But if the Estates Commissioners were) yx WYNDHAM said they could not 
to be the merest shadows, whose breath ; ; F 
possibly settle the question that night. 
me get oo Gs eee oe The hon. and learned Member would give 
vetoes of the House of Lords, they the Estates Commissioners a tenure tanta- 
night 28 wal syyetnt the Shee greatest | mount to the tenure of a County Court 
landlord partisans in Ireland. No man Judge; that was to say that they could 
could stand up in Ireland against be removed, not by the House but by the 
constant debates by influential men. j 4.4 Chancellor. If they gave the Com- 
If Lord Londonderry, Lord Abercorn, | ji.sioners the tenure of a Judge it would 
Lord Ardilaun, or any of the great’ tondto make the procedure judicial. He 
proprietors came down tothe comfortable 5 inclined to make it administrative ; 
Assembly over the way with a Motion and what they had to find was some plan 
calling attention to the conduct of Mr. that would keep the procedure adminis- 
A, B, or C in Dublin, and declaring trative, and subject to criticism in that 
pontifically that it was intolerable—the | House, but which would not subject those 
Chief Secretary might then be at the who had such important duties to per- 
Treasury or be Prime Minister, and they form to any slight. As time did not 
would have in that House a Chief then suffice for the discussion of the 
Secretary who knew not Joseph, or matter he suggested that they had better 
perhaps knew him too well, and who sleep over it. 
would take up a strong line on the 
landlords’ side—why the echo of the Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
division would not have ceased before , to-morrow. 
their Lordships would come clattering 


across the lobbies, and the Chief | Adjourned at two minutes after 
Secretary of the day would have to) Twelve o'clock. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 1st July, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


London and North Western Railway 
_ Bill [Lords]. [Not amended], considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


Strabane and Letterkenny Railway 
Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 

Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords] Read 
a second time, and committed. 


Maryport Harbour Bill {Lords}. Report 
{30th June] from the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
No. 5.) Bill. Reported, with Amendments 
Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report 
0 lie upon the Table. 
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Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; 
Aston Manor Improvement Bill [Lords] ; 
Nantwich Urban District Council Bill 
: [Lords]; reported, with Amendments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee. 


COMME ILCETILE 


at the 


Reports to lie upon the Table, and to 
© be printed. 


) 


PETITIONS. 

LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILLANDLICENSING LAW (COMPEN- 
SATION FOUR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 

Petition from Mossley, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND.) 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Director of the National Gallery of 
Ireland to the Board of Governors and 
Guardians for the year 1902 {by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 

Accounts presented, of all Deposits 
received and paid during the year 
ended 3lst December, 1902, and of the 
Sums received and paid by the National 
Debt Commissioners on account of the 
Fund for the Post Office Savings Banks 
in the same year [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 235.] 


TREATY SERIES (No. 9, 1903). 

Copy presented, of Convention be- 
tween the United Kingdom and the 
Netherlands regulating the Allowances 
to Witnesses in Fishery cases. Signed 
at the Hague, 26th April, 1902. Rati- 
fications exchanged at the Hague, 22nd 
May, 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED 
FUND}. 


Committee to consider of making 
further provision for the Construction 
of Works in the United Kingdom and 
elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal 





Navy, and of authorising the payment, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, of such 
sums as may be necessary for those 
purposes (King’s Recommendation sig- 
nified), upon Friday.— (Mr. Pretyman.) 


BOARDS OF GUARDIANS (PERSONS 
IN RECEIPT OF RELIEF). 

Return ordered, “ showing, in respect 
of each Union and Parish under a sepa- 
rate Board of Guardians in England 
and Wales, the number of persons of 
each sex in receipt from Boards of Guar- 
dians (a) of in-door relief or (b) of out- 
door relief on the Ist day of September, 
1903, who were over sixty years of age, 
distinguishing those who were over 
sixty and under sixty-five, sixty-five and 
under seventy, seventy and under 





PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petition from Walsden, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXXIV. ([(FourtH SEries.] 


seventy-five, seventy-five and under 
eighty, and eighty years of age and 
upwards; lunatics in asylums, licensed 
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houses, and registered hospitals; vag-| Average Prices of Food in Principal 


rants and persons who were only in| uropean Countries. 
receipt of relief constructively by reason) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: To ask the 


of relief being given to wives or child- President of the Board of Trade whether 
ren, not being included (in continuation he could grant a Return showing since 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 36, of 1880 the average price of the chief 
Session 1891); and showing in regard articles of food and the tariff duties 
to (a) the number of those who, in the upon them in Germany and other 
opinion of the medical officer of the European countries. 

workhouse, could not satisfactorily take | 
care of themselves owing to mental or | 
physical infirmity.” —(Mr. Burt.) 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) It 
would not be practicable to give the 
Return quite in the form desired by the 

MGA. ce |hon. Member, but I should be prepared 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS to lay a Return, giving such official 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. information as is available as to the 
wholesale prices of food in the principal 
7 ‘ ; European countries, and to add wheat, 

Licensing Question. ete., to the next issue of the Foreign 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, Import Duties Return, which will be 

Central): To ask the First Lord of the published in the autumn. 

Treasury if, having regard to the position | 

of the holders of licences, owing to the Exports of Ships built in the 

action of the justices in some petty United Ringdom. 

sessional districts, he can fix an early) Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 

day for the consideration of the sus- Cleveland): To ask the President of the 

pensory Bill introduced by the Member Board of Trade whether the exports of 

for the Dartford Division of Kent. ships built in the United Kingdom, 
which are entered in the Statistical 

(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1) Abstract as undistinguished prior to 
must refer my hon. and gallant friend to | 1899, were included previous to that 
the answer I gave on Monday,7 and on date under other heads of exports ; if so, 
many previous occasions, to the effect under which heads ; and, if not, whether 
that it is quite impossible, with public in future editions of the Statistical Ab- 
advantage, under our existing Parlia- | stract he will substitute the words not 
mentary system, to give facilities for included for the word undistinguished. 
private Members’ Bills of a highly con- . : 
troversial character, however excellent awed ghoul mp Law.) Parti- 
the object of those Bills may be. culars of the exports of new ships and 

ther machinery were not recorded prior 

a a to 1899, and are not therefore included 

Countries giving Reduced Tariff under other heads of exports previous to 
Charges. that date. The alteration suggested by 

Ma. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, | fhe hon. Member shell be made in 
W. R., Morley) : To ask the Under Secre- uture issues of the Statistica stract. 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he ; . 
cal state or grant a Return of the. Cunteetion ff Bi o Saigueete, 
commercial treaties effected between yp WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
foreign countries during the last twenty | ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 
years giving mutual advantages of whether any progress has yet been made 


reduced tariff chargess /with the construction of a protecting 
7 ) " >» 
(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) Such a = the Gkigersta Pier, Ieland of 


Return would be difficult to compile, but | 

{ am in communication with the Board, (Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 

of Trade and will inform the hon. Mem-| As the hon. Member has already been 

her of the result. |informed,+ the Board extended the time 
} 


+See pageJs15. | t See (4) Debates, cxviii., 15414 
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1021 Questions. 


for acceptance of the grant until 14th 
March. On 10th March the Congested 
Districts Board received a letter from 
the promoter of the work intimating 
that he had secured guarantees ‘‘ to a 
certain extent,” and requesting the 
Board to keep the matter open until 
after the meeting of the Finance Com- 
mittee, which he stated was to take 
place about the end of the month. No 
further communication has been re- 
ceived on this subject since then. 


School Grants. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education, whether grants payable ac- 
cording to average attendance in a 
voluntary school for a year, which covers 
a period prior to, and a period subse- 
quently to an appointed day under The 
Education Act, 1902, will be computed 
according to average attendance taken 
separately for the period before the 
change, and separately for the period 
after. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 


grants will be calculated on the average - 


{1 JuLy 1903} 
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attendance for the school year as a 
whole, not on the separate average 
attendances for the periods before and 
after the appointed day. 


Value of Coal Exports. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he can state the 
values of coal exported from the United 
Kingdom to the different foreign 
countries, and to the colonies and India. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The in- 
formation desired will be found set out 
for the past five years on pages 435 and 
436 of the Annual Statement of Trade 
for the United Kingdom for 1902 (Vol I.) 
[Command Paper 1582. ] 


Indoor Farm Servants in Ireland. 

Mr. O'SSHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the 
number of farm servants (indoor) in each 
of the four provinces of Ireland accord- 
ing to the Census Returns of 1891 and 
1901 respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 





1891. 
Province. i, _ eS 


Male. Female. 


1901. 





Female. Total. 





Leinster - 21,656 1,919 
Munster - - 28,135 4,670 
Ulster - - - 38,061 3,629 
Connaught - - 16,584 2,465 


17,640 1,987 | 19,627 
23,856 3,48 27,264 
251,650 2,426 | 28,076 
9,688 1271 | 10,959 


23,575 
32,805 
41,690 
19,049 





| 
| 
Total. | Male. 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Total - -. 104,436 | 12,683 


| 
76,834 | 9,092 


117,119 


85,926 





Tobacco returned from South Africa. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 


quantity of unconsumed tobacco belong: | 


ing to the War Office has been, or is 


about to be, returned from South Africa | 


to England and jsold by tender ; at what 
prices per pound was this tobacco pur- 
chased, and what prices have been 
realised by the lots already sold ; whether 
traders wishing to tender have been 
allowed to make a full examination of 
the condition of this tobacco; and 


! 
| 


from private traders, although the War 
Office were in possession of a consider- 
able stock. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
About 200,000 pounds have been sold, 
and 500,000 are being sold. It is not 
yet known how much more will be avail- 
able for sale. It is undesirable to state 
prices, as any statement affects future 
tenders. As regards full examination on 
the part of traders, the tobacco has been 
available for general inspection, and 


whether Army canteens in South Africa | samples could be obtained on applica 
were allowed to buy quantities of tobacco! tion. I have no information as to what 


2M 2 
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purchases of tobacco were made by the 
canteens from private traders, but the 
General Officer Commanding, who is 
responsible for the regulations of can- 
teens, recommended this sale. 


Questions. 


Vote for metomaiens and Industrial 
Schools. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will arrange to bring on the 
Vote for Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools at an early date, so that the 
subject may be discussed this session. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) Tam 
afraid that I cannot promise to find any 
special opportunity for bringing on this 
Vote in view of the claims of other 
services which have not yet been under 
discussion, but I trust that some con- 
venient occasion may be found. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Devonport Garrison. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether all the regiments 
now stationed at Devonport are connected 
with the County of Devon; if not, will he 
consider the propriety, in view of their 
services in the field, of quartering the 
Devonshire Regiment in Devonshire. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): There can 
be only one Devonshire battalion in Eng- 
land at any one time, and as the number 
of battalions quartered at Plymouth and 
Devonport is four, it is not possible to 
secure that all these should be connected 
with Devonshire. The barracks were 
already filled when the 2nd Battalion 
arrived from South Africa, and it would 
have been very undesirable to have put 
another battalion to the expense of 
moving out to make room for it. My 
right hon. friend has every sympathy 


with the desire to quarter county regi- | 
ments in their own districts, and hopes | 


an opportunity may arise for quartering 
the battalion in Devonshire before it goes 
abroad again. 


Imperial Yeomanry. 
*Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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| State for War whether he is aware that 
| the men of the 1901 Imperial Yeomanry 
were required to sign their accounts 
before discharge; that when these 
accounts were signed there was a form 
provided on which the men stated any 
complaints in regard to their pay, and 
that these forms were signed by the men 
and their commanding officers and for- 
warded to him ; and, if so, can he now 
give information with respect to com- 
plaints made at Aldershot. 


Lorp STANLEY: My right hon. friend 
has already asked the hon. Member to 
refer all further Questions on this subject 
direct to the Chief Paymaster, Imperial 
Yeomanry, as such matters of detail could 
not properly be dealt with by Question and 
Answer across the floor of the House. 7 
Nor would it be right to employ the 
Staff in making a nu.nber of calculations 
which in no way elucidate specific cases. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD: Were the officers 
consulted about the complaints of the 
men ? 


Lorp STANLEY : That is exactly one 
of the Questions my right hon. friend 
wishes the hon. Member to refer to the 
Chief Paymaster. 


Recognition of Gallantry—Case of Dr. 
Garland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies why Governor Hodgson’s 
despatch, received on 17th October, 
1899, was only published in the Gazette 
of 24th April, 1903 ; whether it is within 
the province of the Colonial Office or 
the War Office to take note of the recom- 
mendation therein contained respecting 
an act of the greatest gallantry performed 
by Assistant Colonial Surgeon Garland 

in saving the life of Captain Green, who 

had been wounded by an arrow smeared 
| with virulent poison, by sucking the 
_wound for several minutes, at the peril 
of his own life; and whether any effect 
has been given to the Governor's recom- 
'mendation that the conduct of Dr. 
Garland and other officers should be 
recognised in some marked way. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


| 
| 
| 
| 





- t See page 261. 
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1025 Questions. 
Birmingham, W.): The despatch to 


which the hon. Member refers related to , 


one of a series of very minor operations 
which were not of suffic ent importance 
to call for separate publication. Dr. 
Garland’s case was considered with a 
view to his being recommended for an 
Albert Medal, but I found to my regret 
that the circumstances were not such as 
to bring it within the class of cases 
regarded as suitable for recognition in 
that way. The services of Dr, Garland 
and of the other officers mentioned have 
been recognised by the publication of 
the despatches in the Guzette, which 
entitles them to have it recorded that 
they have been ‘mentioned in 
despatches.” 


Life Assurance Premiums paid to 
Colonial Companies. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether taxpayers who pay 
premiums to colonial life assurance com- 
panies are permitted to make any 
deduction whatever; and, if not, 
whether a change can be made in the 
interests of the colonies. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): 
The answer to the first part of the Ques- 
tion is inthe negative. The subject is 
regulated by legislation, and I have no 
power to interfere. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
consequence of this arrangement a great 
deal of business is put into foreign 
offices. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I do not know 
whether that is so, and I should doubt 
it; but in any case I have no power in 
the matter, as my action is entirely con- 
trolled by the law, which is against such 
a deduction as is desired by the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is not the law equally against deductions 
on premiums paid to foreign companies ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes. 
Chinese Customs. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg té ask the 


{1 Jury 1903} 
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Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any arrangement has 
yet been made for collecting Chinese 
Customs duties on goods entering Man- 
churia which have been landed at 
Dalney, or whether this port is allowed 
an advantage which is refused to New- 
chwang. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): At present goods 
entering China via Dalney havefree entry, 
but His Majesty’s Chargé d’A ffaires at Pe- 
king has reported that an arrangement 
has been practically concluded by which 
a Custom House would be established at 
Dainey on the same conditions as that 
at Kiaochow. This means that goods 
imported via Dalney would pay the 
same duties as at Newchwang. 


American Cotton Corner. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
directed to the operations of the trust 
controlling the corner in the American 
cotton market and its effects on English 
manufacturing districts; whether he 
will confer with President Roosevelt 
respecting these operations; whether he 
would suggest a conference with the 
various Governments which have con- 
sidered the subject of future options, 
with a view to propose the introduction 
of international legislation to control 
gambling in food-stuffs and other 
produce. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonsr Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I 
have seen newspaper notices with regard 
to the operations referred to in the first 
part of the hon. Member’s Question. 
The answer to the two points raised in 
the second part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Insanitary Cottages at Beeston, Bedford- 
shire. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been drawn to the present condition 
of cottages in the rural district of 
Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, in spite of 
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two Government inspections in 1896 
and 1899; is he aware that an expert 
inspection was recently conducted by 
the Rural Housing and Sanitation 
Association owing to complaints made 
in the district, that the report on the 


Questions. 


condition of cottages in Beeston, Sandy, | 


was sent to the Rural District Council, 
which met at Biggleswade on 22nd 
May, but was not considered; and 
whether, in view of the inspector’s 
remarks on the condition of cottages in 
this district, will he say what action the 
Department will now take in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
LonG, Bristol, S.): I have seen a report 
made on behalf of the Association as to 
the condition of certain cottages in the 
village of Beeston. I am informed by 
the clerk to the Rural District Council 
that the question of the sanitation of 
the cottages on Beeston Green has been 
under the consideration of the Council 
from time to time for many years past, 
and that various works have been carried 
out to endeavour to improve the sani- 
tation of the district. The clerk states 
that in consequence of the report referred 
to the inspector of nuisances was in- 
structed to give the matter his attention. 
It appears that thereupon he com- 
municated with the two owners of the 
property in question, and that one 
owner has since arranged for the 
repair of the cottages belonging to him. 
The other owner, who lives at a distance, 
has not replied, and a further notice has 
been sent to him. ‘The matter is 
receiving the attention of the Council, 
and it does not seem to me to be 
necessary that any action should be 
taken by me at the present time. 


Mr. SCHWANN: Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman aware that the clerk to the 


District Council 
owners in the neighbourhood ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have had 
some general informa tion as to thelocal 
circumstances, but I think the hon. 


Gentleman must take my answer as. 
I cannot go further at 


conclusive. 
present. ' 
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Irish Postal Order Business. 


Mr. FIELD I beg to ask the Post- 
| master-General whether, seeing that all 
‘the accounts in connection with Irish 
'postal orders are at present kept in 
London, and that inquiries in Ireland 
regarding these postal orders must be 
sent to London to be dealt with, he will, 
in view of the longer time which it takes 
to send these inquiries to London and to 
receive replies therefrom, and of the 
correspondence which this system gives 
rise to between the General Post Office, 
Dublin, and the General Post Office, 
London, transfer the accounts from Lon- 
don to Dublin. 


I beg also to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether, with a view to 
facilitating the transfer from London to 
Dublin of accounts of postal orders 
issued and paid in Ireland, he will make 
arrangements for issuing Irish postal 
orders with a separate series of numbers 
and a distinctive colour in the printing, 
as in the case of Irish money orders. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The postal order accounts of Irish 
post offices are kept in Dublin, not in 
London; but all postal orders in the 
United Kingdom are issued from and 
ultimately returned to London. The 
issue of aseparate series of orders for 
Ireland would greatly complicate the 
working of the system without securing 
any corresponding advantage. Postal 
order business gives rise to very little 
correspondence between the Dublin and 
London offices; andI am satisfied that 
nothing would be gained by adopting the 
system suggested by the hon. Member. 


Gravel Lane, Wapping, Post Office. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
| Postmaster-General whether hisattention 

has been called to the inconvenience of 
the post and telegraph office at Old 
Gravel Lane, Wapping, east of Wapping 
Bridge, to shipping firms and traders in 
| business west of the bridge, on account 
of its not being accessible when the 
bridge is open ; and, if so, will he state 
| what steps have been taken to secure 
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premises for the conduct of postal and 
telegraph business west of the bridge. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


have already communicated my views 


upon this subject to my hon. friend, | - 
p ensuing autumn, and the exact date will 


both in answer to a Question? and by 
letter, and I can add nothing to what I 
have already told him. J have invited 


his assistance in finding a suitable person’ 
to undertake the business. He has not, 


hitherto been able to suggest any names 
for my consideration, and I have not 
been able to find a suitable candidate 
myself. 


Women Clerkships in the General Post 
ffice—Examinations. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether, in view of the 
fact that prior to the last open com- 
petitive examination for women clerk- 
ships in the General Post Office such 
examinations were held at fairly regular 
intervals, he will state what was the 
longest of such intervals during the ten 
years preceding the last examination ; 
what interval has elapsed since the last 
examination; and will he state the 
reasons for the length of the last inter- 
val; will he also say whether the prob- 
ability of its occurrence was notified in 
any way to candidates; whether it is 
intended to hold any such competitive 
examinations in future; and whether he 
will consider the propriety of making an 
allowance in respect of age to candidates, 


now over age, who competed at previous , 


examinations and who would have been 
eligible for subsequent examinations if 
such had been held at the same intervals 
as formerly. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Prior to the last examination for women 
clerkships which was held in October 
1901, the number of vacancies was 
usually such as to justify the holding of 
an examination at intervals of about six 
months. 
Question on the 21st May} that the 
reason why no examination had been 
held lately was that there were no 


vacancies to be filled by competition ; it | 
would not, I think, be desirable to alter | 


‘| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: This 


+See (4) Debates, exxii., 1637. 
t See (4) Debates, exxii., 1350. 
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|the limits of age for the next examina- 
|tion. The causes which made it un- 
| mecessary to hold an examination: later 
| than October 1901 were quite excep- 
‘tional. It is intended to hold an open 
competitive examination during the 


be made known as soon as the necessary 
arrangements have been made. 


Destitute Female Children in Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to a circular issued to the magis- 
trates of County Longford directing them 
to refuse to send destitute female chil- 
dren to institutions outside the county, 
whereas a certified institution exists 
there; if so, will he state on whose 
certificate or report this order was 
issued, and whether the classification of 
this institution has recently been dealt 
with by Dr. Fagan in his report ; and 
is it due to this report that such order 
was issued. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): I have not seen the alleged 
circular, and, so far as I have been able 
to ascertain, it has not been issued by 
any Government Department. If the 
hon. Member will be good enough to 
send me a copy of the document in 
question I will make further inquiry. 


Crime in County Clare. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Judge Carton received white 
‘gloves at the recent Ennis Quarter 
Sessions ; and whether, in view of the 
peaceable state of the county Clare, the 
proclamation of certain districts under 
| the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
| Act will now be withdrawn. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. 
friend has asked me to say that this 
matter is still under consideration. Per- 
haps the hon. Member will repeat the 
Question in a week or ten days. 


| day week. 
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Gordon-Bennett Motor-car Race. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to. 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Government 
have yet received a guarantee from the 
promoters of the Gordon-Bennett race for 
the expenses of extra police over the sum 
of £1,000 which the Treasury ‘is willing 
to contribute; if he is aware that the 
Kildare County Council consented to 
hand over the county roads for the race 
on the express understanding that the 
county shall not be called on to pay for the 
extra police ; and if so, if it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to levy any part 
of the expenses on the county of Kildare. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WynpHaAm): 
No, Sir, the Government has received 
no such guarantee. It appears that ata 
meeting of the Kildare County Council 
held on the 13th June, Mr. Orde, Secre- 
tary of the Automobile Club, signed an 
undertaking indemnifying the Council 
against all claims which may be lawfully 
made upon, and established against, the 
county for the cost of extra police drafted 
into the county for the purpose of the race. 
On the strength of this undertaking the 
Council attached its seal to the Order 
made pursuant to the Light Locomotives 
Act. 


Mr. LEAMY: Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman say definitely whether the 
Government propose to levy any propor- 
tion of the cost of the extra police on the 
county of Kildare. I have asked that 
Question again and again. The race 
comes on to-morrow. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That is just the 
matter which is under consideration. 
But as far as the race is concerned, all 
arrangements have been made for the 
extra police. There will be 2,007 police 
guarding the course. 


Mr. LEAMY: I know that, but I 
want to know who will pay for them. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman be able to 
give an ans‘ver to-morrow 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has just said that 
the matter is under consideration. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I do not think it is 
to the interest of the hon. Member or 
those he represents to press the question. | 
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Questions, 


Tobacco Growing in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Irish De- 
partment of Agriculture is continuing the 
tobacco growing experiments in Ireland 
this year ; and whether he can state if 
the Department has formed any opinion 
on the experiments already made. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM): 
The Department have not continued the 
experiments this year. The results of 
the experiments previously made have 
now sufliciently proved that tobacco can 
be grown and artificially cured in Ireland, 
and the crop manufactured, when blended 
with American leaf, into a smoking 
tobacco. Investigations are at present 
in progress with a view to ascertaining 
the commercial value of the crop grown 
in past years. Pending the results of 
this test the Department cannot say 
whether further experiments will be 
carried out next year. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he has formed 
any opinion about the sample of Irish 
tobacco which I gave him a few evenings 
ago 1 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have not tried it 
myself ; I have given it toa friend to try. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
that friend is the Colonial Secretary 4 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it not the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman himself ex- 
pressed an opinion in favour of the 
quality of the tobacco, so far as he could 
judge ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: It had a very nice 
aroma, but I do not know whether that 
was due to the Irish tobacco or the 
American tobacco which was mixed with 
it. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I will supply the right 
hon. Gentleman with another sample for 
his own use. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary whether he will turn his atten- 
tion to this subject ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
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Questions. 


Marine Works (Ireland) Act. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state whether the schemes in connection 
with the Marine Works Act of last year 
approved of at the conference of repre- 
sentatives of Irish County Councils in 


February last have been accepted by the | 


County Councils concerned. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM): 
The County Councils of Donegal, Cork, 
and Clare have, by resolution, agreed to 
make the necessary contributions to the 
General Maintenance Fund in respect of 
works at Gortnasate, Cape Clear, and 
Liscannor, respectively. The Lord Lieu- 
tenant has issued his certificates to the 
Treasury for these works. 
ence is proceeding with respect to other 
proposed works. 


The Fiscal Inquiry. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
order to prevent any dislocation of trade 
by changes in our fiscal policy, he will 
state when the inquiry instituted by the 
Cabinet may probably be completed. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg also to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, with a view to avoid interfer- 


ence with the trade and commerce of the | 


country by any change in the fiscal policy 
of His Majesty’s Government, he will 
state when the decision of the Government 


on the proposed establishment of pre- | 
ferential or retaliatory rates will be} 


announced. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I am afraid 
that I have no information to give in 
regard to the Question of either of the 
hon. Members, but I think I may reassure 
them that there is no probability of the 
dislocation of trade which they appear to 
anticipate. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when the inquiry will be 
finished ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
Question is precisely the Question on the 
Paper, as to which I am _ regretfully 
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obliged to say that I can give the hon. 
Member no information, except to re- 
assure him as to the dangers which he 
appears to anticipate. 


(Questions. 


Private Members’ Bills. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, with a view to secure 
more adequate time for private Members’ 
Billswhen supported by decisive majorities 
in the House, he will either accept the 
Motion for a new Standing Order on this 
| subject placed on the Paper or embody 
| the principle of that proposal in his own 
| proposals when the Rules of Procedure 
| are again taken up. 


| 
| 





The Motion referred to is as follows— 
“Special Precedence for certain Bills,—To 
| move, as a new Standing Order:—When 
'a Public Bill, other than a Government 

Bill, has been read a second time after a 
division, and it appears by the numbers 
declared from the Chair that not less 
than three hundred Members have voted, 
‘and that the majority for the Second 
Reading is not less than fifty nor than 
one-third of the number of Members 
voting against the Second Reading, there- 
-upon any Member in charge of the Bill 
may forthwith move that the Bill 
have precedence after Whitsuntide over 
all Bills, other than Government Bills, as 
to which no such Motion has been made 
and carried on an earlier day in the 
Session, and such Motion shall be decided 
without amendment or debate, as a 
Motion consequential on the Second 
Reading.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have looked 
'at the proposal of the hon. Gentleman 
|which is on the Paper, and, owing, I 
presume, to some misprint, it appears to 
me to be unintelligible as it stands. 
Broadly speaking, I thirk his idea is that 
you ought to give precedence to Bills in 
proportion to the size of the majority 
they are able to secure upon the Second 
Reading. I do not think that would be, 
| as far as I am at present advised, a good 
plan, for this reason: the fact that a Bill 
secures a great majority on the Second 
Reading is not a proof, not even a pre- 
sumption, that it is going to have a 
peaceable time during its later stages. 
I may remind the hon. Member that the 
Education Bill last year was approved by 
a majority of 402 votes to 165, If you 
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are going to give precedence to Bills 
which have a large majority, irrespective 
of any other peculiarity, you will entirely 
absorb the time after Whitsuntide for 
possibly one Bill which will never get 
further, but which, by the mere fact that 
it is discussed during the two days after 
Whitsuntide, will absolutely preclude any 
possibility of passing into law the least 
contentious measures, which, I venture 
to say, are the best field in which private 
Members can exercise their legislative 
ingenuity. 


Mr. CHANNING: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the more important 
Bills are prevented from being discussed 
by the present Standing Orders permitting 
unimportant Bills to be placed before 
them. I beg to give notice that I will 
draw attention to the whole subject at 
the earliest opportunity. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment, from 
the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, [No. 236.) 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 236.] 


Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for To-morrow. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
TRADE, ETC. 

Ordered, That it be an instruction to 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 
cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures, that they have 
power to consolidate the Licensing 
(Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill and 
the Licensing Acts Consolidation (Scot- 
land) Bill into one Bill.—(Zhe Lord 
Advocate.) 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 





{COMMONS} 








Clause 21 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 12, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘one of.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words 
‘one of’ stand part of the clause.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHAmM, Dover) re- 
minded the Committee that at midnight 
on Tuesday, when their proceedings were 
interrupted, they were discussing the 
position and prospects of the three 
gentlemen who had signified their 


readiness to act as Estates Commissioners. 


under the Bill, and he was pointing out 
the difficulties of this matter. He had 
since done his best to arrive at a solution. 
This clause could not be considered 
alone; it must be considered in connec- 
tion with a later clause. He had had 
the advantage of conferring with his 
right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, but even with that advan- 
tage he was not confident that he had 
found a solution which would commend 
itself to the Committee generally. He 
would like to define the attitude of the 
Government step by step. During the 
long conferences which preceded the in- 
troduction of the Bill, and on almost 
every clause he had laid the greatest 
stress on the administrative character 
of the new Commission. That the 
new Commission should be of an admini- 
strative character was not merely his 
personal opinion, it was an_ integral 
part of the policy of the Government. 
He could not have persuaded his right 
hon. friend to sanction the use of large 
public funds for purely executive work 
except upon the basis that those who 
administered them were to be in a very: 
real sense executive officers, subject in 
matters of policy, and the economic and 
proper use of the funds, not only 
to the control of the Government, 
but to the criticism of the House. 
That placed an initial bar in the way of 
giving to the Estates Commissioners a 
tenure which would be to all intents 
and purposes a judicial tenure. If they 
had such a tenure, the fact of their 
salaries appearing on the Votes would not 
place them in the position of executive 
officers. He need not labour the point. 
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He would only remind the Committee of | 


the long discussion they had the other 
day on the subject of the £250,000 and 
the purposes for which it might be used. 
Nobody would ask a Judge to spend 
£250,000 of public money in building 
houses and making roads. Admini- 
strative and executive work of that kind 
must, of course, be subject tocontrol and 
toParliamentary criticism, He could not, 
consequently, accept Amendments which 
would impair this position. In selecting 
the gentlemen to exercise these duties, 
he turned to one who he believed would 
be able to assist them very largely in 
the matter. He would rather have 
kept the personal question out of the 
argument, but he could not help saying 
that in selecting Mr. Wrench he was 
guided by his great desire that the 
Bill should really confer the benefits it 
was intended to confer. It was, there- 
fore, an accidental consideration that 
this gentleman now drew £3,000 a year 
from the Consolidated Fund. If that 
were to be a bar, he would not be able 
to employ a gentleman who, he thought, 
ought to be employed. He admitted 
that if Mr. Wrench were to draw his 
salary from the Consolidated Fund there 
would be no Vote before the House upon 
which the exercise which he might make 
of his ‘discretion could be investigated 
and discussed. It was quite fair that by 
some means the executive action of 
Mr. Wrench should be made as readily 
open to criticism in that House as the 
executive action of Mr. Finucane or 
Mr. Bailey. To make any change in 
the position of a public servant drawing 
£3,000 a year from the Consolidated 
Fund was not a matter which could be 
rushed hastily. It involved a good deal 
of conference with his right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
he did not think it possible to go further 
that afternoon than to say that by some 
means Mr. Wrench’s salary should 
appear on the Votes. The Government 
adhered to the administrative basis of 
the Bill in respect to the Estates Com- 
mission, and to the view that the action 
of the members of the Commission must 
be open to criticism in Parliament, and 
that, therefore, the emoluments of each 
of the three gentlemen must appear in | 
some shape or form on the Votes. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) considered 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement, so 
far as it had gone, eminently satisfactory. 
He wished, however, to guard himself 
in so far as it touched the position of 
Mr. Wrench. He _ was _ irreconcilably 
opposed to the appointment of that 
Gentleman, but providing he was to be 
only on an equality with the other 
Members of the Commission they 
must accept him as a necessary evil. 
The right hon. Gentleman, however, 
had said nothing about the equally im- 
portant question of bringing the other 
two Commissioners to an equal status, 
as regarded their tenure, with Mr. 
Wrench. ‘Ihe whole question, he 
admitted was one of extreme delicacy, 
and it was very hard to debate it with- 
out knowing definitely the proposals of 
the Government with regard to Mr. 
Wrench’s position. With a sincere 
desire to expedite the progress of the 
Bill, he would suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman the desirability of postponing 
the clause. If he were to withdraw his 
Amendment they would be face to face 
with the Amendments of the hon. Mem- 
bers for North Louth and South Tyrone 
raising the question of the status of the 
other Commissioners, and it would be 
impossible to properly debate that point 
without knowing what the status of Mr. 
Wrench was to be. Postponement of 
the clause might enable them to arrive 
at a perfectly amicable understanding 
n the interval and save the time of the 
Committee being wasted on an 
unreal debate. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
considered that it was only fair that the 
Irish landlords should have a repre- 
sentative upon the Commission. Granted 
there was to be such a representative, 
he was not prepared to object to Mr. 
Wrench, who had had a very long 
experience as a Land Commissioner and 
was thoroughly in favour of land pur- 
chase. Mr. Wrench might have his. 
own views as to price, but he would not 
block the object of the Bill. He could 
not join in any attack on him. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): You have attacked him yourself. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL denied that he 
had done so. Knowing what he did, he 
declared that Mr. Wrench would do his 
best to forward the object of the Bill. 
It was said that the landlords did not 
like him, but that was not their concern. 
He had heard him called “the English 
adventurer,” but they, as the representa- 
tives of the tenants, could not object to 
him as the landlords’ representative. 
He had the greatest objection to the 
additional members of the Commission 
having a status different from that of 
Mr. Wrench. They should have equality 
as administrative officials and be subject 
to the criticism of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment. They did not want the experience 
of Mr. Murrough O’Brien re-enacted in 
the persons of Mr. Bailey and Mr. 
Finucane. He might say frankly that 
the control which the other House could 
exercise would be the more effective, 
because there a debate could be raised 
on any subject free from the limitations 
and restrictions which the rules of the 
House of Commons imposed. With 
another Lord Lieutenant than Lord 
Dudley other influences might operate, 
and the Commission should be a free 
tribunal with equality of sfafus for its 
members. With personal questions 
difficuities arose, and he was inclined to 
think the hon. Member for Mayo was 
right in suggesting the postponement of 
the clause. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said postponement 
was not a practical course; the clause 
had been already amended, and there 
were great objections to nega‘ iving the 


clause and beginning again. Two 
questions had been raised—sfatus and 
emolument. To insist upon equality 
would be to prevent the employment of 
a public servant who in another sphere 
of duty had a right to a pension. There 
should be liberty to obtain the services 
of such a man, but putting him to new 
work should not prejudice his remunera- 
tion. He must beg to be excused for 
holding that in emolument equality 
should not be aimed at. As Estates Com- 
missioners they would have the same 
status and be equally subject to Parlia- 
mentary criticism, and he would be 
prepared to amend the clause in order 
to meet the views of hon. Members. 
Without ! pledging himself to either 


{COMMONS} 





Land Bill, 1040 


course he suggested that as Estates 
Commissioner Mr. Wrench might be 
paid a separate salary without pension, 
or the whole of his salary might be 
transferred from the Consolidated Funds 
to the Votes, but in that case special 
consideration would have to be given to 
his pension. It would be impossible to 
ask any man who was on the Con- 
solidated Fund to take service on 
another basis without safeguarding him 
in the event of his conduct not meeting 
with the favour of Parliament and 
necessitating his retirement. By either 
of these methods Mr. Wrench, as Estates 
Commissioner, would have the same 
status as the other members, and his 
salary could be discussed on the Votes. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he had no solicitude about Mr. Wrench, 
and cared not what was done with him, 
but he was anxious to protect the other 
men. He did not attach much import- 
ance tothe right of criticism, for that 
right in the House of Commons was 
dead, killed by the new rules It had 
been shifted to the other House, and in 
that lawless assembly they could raise a 
debate every afternoon on every man, 
woman and child in the United Kingdom. 
So far as hon. Members were concerned 
they were shackled and muzzled and 
working in blinkers. Under the new 
rules Parliamentary criticism was dead, 
dead, dead. Mr. Wrench was to be one 
of the Estates Commissioners, but the 
other two Gentlemen were to hold office 
during pleasure. This tenure only 
affected the underpaid men. What did 
Mr. Wrench care atout a debate in the 
House? The House might talk itself 
hoarse; the recurring quarter days 
would not be affected, he would receive 
his salary. Neither would it matter to 
him what the newspapers said. But if 
the—he was going to say, the humblest 
Peer, but that would be blasphemy, 
there were no humble Peers—-but let 
the newest creation get up in the House 
of Lords and make an attack on Mr. 
Wrench, and it would mean _ social 
ostracism in Ireland, where _ social 
distinction was cared for. He would 
not be made a D.S.O., or K.C.B, or 
something of the sort, when the 
birthday came round. That was the 
power they had over these men, who 
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were on the look-out for these man- 
darin’s buttons and stripes. He did 
not want to keep open old sores, 
and ‘he was content to leave him alone. 
He did not think it was good policy 
from the tenant’s point of view to make 
these attacks on Mr. Wrench, as he 
would have to work with the other 
members of the Commi-sion. He did 
not think it would be good policy to 
level him down. He was anxious to 
level the others up, which was a 
different position. He strongly ob- 
jected to the proposal that they should 
allow the other two gentlemen to re- 
main in @ position not merely of financial 
inferiority, but of administrative in- 
feriority. The speeches made from the 
Treasury Bench that this was not a 
Court of law were very much like the 
speeches that were made when the Land 
Act of 1881 was going through. This 
body of Estates Commissioners would 
gradually become a Court of law. It 
had got large jurisdiction, and accord- 
ingly, while they would have many 
administrative functions, they would be 
addressed by solicitors and by counsel, 
and they would take upon themselves, 
rivhtly or wrongly, the attitude and 
demeanour of a tribunal. They would 
have to give judicial decisions. Was 
it right that men who had to handle 
200,000,000 of money as a loan, and 
12,000,000 of money as a gift, should 
be in a _ position that the House 
of Lords, which was the body whose 
members would receive most of this 
money, should be able to say to any of 
them that they held their office during 
pleasure? and, while he had the highest 
opinion of that assembly, they all knew 
that nothing had ever been got for 
Ireland unless the House of Lords were 
squared. They were squared on the 
Local Government Act, and under this 
Act. Was it fair—he put it to the 
Treasury—to make what would be the 
receiving assembly the critical assembly 
as regarded these two men, and say 
these two should hold their office during 
pleasure ? As regarded this House they 
had no such powers of criticism as were 
suggested. These powers had long 
since been taken from them by the 
rules, 
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said he was not sure that he quite under- 
stood the drift of the speech of the hon. 
and learned Member for Louth. It seemed 
to him that he attached no importance 
at all to criticism in this House, and his 
idea of levelling up woud be to put Mr. 
Bailey and Mr. Finucane on the same 
plane as Mr. Wrench was at present, 
and that the whole of them should 
be excluded from criticism in this House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I never said any- 
thing of the kind. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that 
he was not sure that he understood 
the drift of the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber’s remarks. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: You understood. 
it perfectly well. (Cries of “Oh, oh! ”| 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that, of 
course, he would take no notice of that 
interruption. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I shall take 
some notice of your speech. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: IE. that 
were so, he certainly would object to it, 
because he was not one of those who 
thought that the whole power and 
value of criticism in this House had 
disappeared. He was in favour of 
levelling upin the case of salary, and in 
addition to that he was in favour of 
levelling up to this extent, that he did 
not think these two Commissioners 
should be left in the position of being 
removable at pleasure, but he certainly 
was not in favour of levelling up to the 
extent of putting them all on the 
Consolidated Fund, or anything of that 
sort. So far as the Chief Secretary’s 
speech was concerned, in his view 
his statement in reference to Mr. 
Wrench was _ perfectly satisfactory. 
He had stated that in some way or 
other he would take precautions which 
would enable them to discuss Mr. 
Wrench’s salary on the Votes in this 
House, just as they would be able to 
discuss under present conditions the 
salaries of the other two Commissionersy. 
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That was perfectly satisfactory, but he 
had not said anything whatever with 
reference to the tenure of these other 
two gentlemen. If he could give them 
an assurance that he would change 
their tenure in such a way that they 
would not be removable at pleasure, 
and that at the same time he would not 
change their tenure in such a,way as 
to put them on the Consolidated Fund 
or remove them from criticism in 
this House, he would have gone a 
long way indeed towards removing the 
difficulties. As to whether it was 
possible to postpone this clause, the 
right hon. Gentleman certainly men- 
tioned the practical difficulty in the way 
before the clause was passed ; he thought 
on the second branch of the subject, on 
which they had had no assurance at 
all, they should have some further 
information from the right hon. 
Gentleman. - 


Mr. DILLON assured the right hon. 
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the discussion of which they could 
consent to postpone to the Report stage, 
where no one would be allowed to speak 
more than once. On this question of 
equality and the question of criticism 
in both Houses of Parliament, the diffi- 
culty he saw was that the House of 
Lords—and he fully admitted that the 
force of the House of Lords in this 
matter of criticising officials in Ireland 
was most pernicious and most powerful 
—could criticise these men no matter 
what their status was. The House of 
Lords had no rules and they could 
criticise them any day of the week and 
intimidate them so far as they desired 
todo it. Their object was to insist upon 
such a condition of status as would as 
far as possible protect these men against 
the intimidation of the House of Lords 
while not withdrawing them from the 
full criticism of the House of Commons. 
That was their real object, and he 
entirely and heartily supported the 
view of the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford, that these men ought not 








Gentleman that his proposal to post- 
pone the clause was not motived by 
desire to delay, but quite the contrary. 
He thought he was mistaken when he 
said the clause could not be postponed 
because it was amended. This was the 
first Amendment, and it was perfectly 
competent for him to withdraw it. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: There have been 
two Amendments. 


Mr. DILLON said if that were so his 
proposal fell to the ground. He saw 
that there was extreme difficulty in 
discussing this all-important question of 
the tenure of the other two when they 
were in the dark as to the tenure of 
Mr. Wrench: The statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman was in many re- 
spects, so far asit went, very satisfactory ; 
but what they were determined and 
entitled to press for was that as far as 
possible, consistently with the appoint- 
ment, the Commissioners should be on 
‘“*a level of equality as regarded status” 
and he should say as regarded salary 
too. How were they to discuss the 
question of equality until they had 
some light thrown on the status of 
Mr. Wrench? This was so vital a 


to be dismissable at pleasure. If they 
were to have Mr. Wrench absolutely 
independent of criticism, so far as salary 
was concerned, what did he care whether 
they called him a Commissioner so long 
as he got £3,000 a year. If he was to 
be independent of criticism so far as 
salary went, and his two colleagues 
were to be dismissable, no matter how 
they put it on paper, he was the ‘‘ boss ” of 
the Commission and the other two men 
were his servants. Their position in the 
matter was perfectly clear. They 
wanted equality, and without equality 
he did not think that the promises of 
the Government and the understanding 
given them on the First and the 


! Second Reading would be redeemed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was far from 
complaining of the length at which they 
were discussing this question. It was a 
very difficult one. Take the phrase 
‘‘at pleasure "-—that occurs in the Bill 
—it was the phrase, he was informed, 
always employed in respect of all civil 
servants and military officers who were 
officers and servants of the Crown, and 
though it might: be a somewhat shadowy 
theory, he believed the constitutional 





matter that it was not a question 
Mr. John Redmond. 


theory was that they defended their 
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were not the proper persons they would 
be responsible. He thought that was 
the view of the responsibility of the 


‘Government. The words “ at pleasure” 


were the words uniformly used for all 


‘these highest officials in the land. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : But you removed 


Sir Thomas Brady without a word. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


-dee): Could the right hon. Gentleman 


refer to a legislative document in 
which these words are used for the 
highest civil servants ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had been 


informed that that was the constant 


phrase employed. That was his informa- 


ition. He believed it was a concentrated 


phrase. He believed that the heads of 
the greatest Departments, such as the 
Foreign Office, had this tenure. Of 
course they never were dismissed. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
the Chief Secretary said they had never 
been dismissed. Sir Thomas Brady was 
dismissed because under the statute his 
appointment was “ at pleasure,” and he 
presented a Petition of Right which 
was argued at very great length before 
the Court of Appeal. It had been 
constantly exercised. 


Mr. WYNDHAM dissented. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: Yes, but it was so. 
It was a reported case, and any law 
officer could get it and satisfy the right 
hon. the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he might be 


pardoned from arguing about this| 


matter. It was not a matter which 
came before him, but it was a matter 
of Treasury rules running throughout 
the whole of the public service. There 
was a certain tenure which made the 
person under that tenure under the 
control of the Government. The hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford in- 
vited him to find some other form of 
words which would keep the Estates 
Commissioners in an executive position 
with respect to their executive work, 
and would not turn them into Judges. 


{1 JuLy 1903} 
-salaries, because if they thought they 











Land Bill. 1046 


He feared he could not promise to 
succeed in doing that. He did not know 
whether there was any form of words 
that would meet the hon. Member’s 
objection, but what was proposed ex- 
pressed part of the policy of the Govern- 
ment on which the Bill was founded. 
He would be the first to defer to the 
hon. and learned Member for Louth on 
these matters. It might be that their 
policy was wrong, but that was their 
policy. The Government had en- 
deavoured to deal with the judicial 
aspects of the work by providing “that 
any question of law may be referred for 
the decision of a Judicial Commissioner ” 
by the Estates Commissioners. They 
knew that legal questions would arise. 
In connection with their executive 
and administrative work the Com- 
missioners were not to expend large 
sums of money unless they were in the 
position of other officers who carried 
out work under the Government, and 
subject to control and criticisem. If he 
could find words as between the two, 
he would endeavour to do so, but he 
could not take any words which would 
impair that policy. He treated Mr. 
Wrench as an Estates Commissioner, 
and gave him a small additional salary. 
An alternative plan was to put him, 
with his £3,000, on the Votes and on 
the same tenure. He had done his best 
to meet a difficult position. To one 
thing he must adhere, and that was 
that the tenure of Mr. Wrench, Mr. 
Finucane, and Mr. Bailey was not to 
be judicial, but was to be a tenure 
making them executive officers under 
the Government, and responsible to the 
Government and this House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said this was really 
tinkering with phrases. What was the 
good of saying that a man’s position 
was not to be a judicial position. He 
was to be an Estates Commissioner, and 
there would be no difficulty in giving 
him such a tenure that he would not be 
put out of office if he did his duty, as 
was done some years ago in the case of 
Sir Thomas Brady, who was summarily 
dismissed by the Treasury, it being held 
that he was not under Rule 65, and 
that there was nothing to prevent the 
Lord Lieutenant, as representing the 
Crown, from dismissing him. The hon. 
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and learned Member for Waterford pre-| had been made by the Chief Secretary 


tended that he could not usderstand the | 


drift of his speech. His speeches were 


generally pretty plain. He would under- | 


take now to make it perfectly understood 
by the meanest intelligence. What they 
desired was that these two gentlemen 
should have such a tenure as that the 
Lord Lieutenant could not dismiss them 
at a moment’s notice, as he did in the 
case of Sir Thomas Brady. Where was 
the difficulty in providing words to fit 
that? He would tell the Committee 
what the difficulty was. The landlords 
wanted to have these. two gentlemen 
under theirthumb. They were perfectly 
satisfied that Mr. Wrench would befriend 
them, and they knew with regard to 
these other two gentlemen that, if they 
held office “‘ during pleasure,” one word 
from the Lord Lieutenant and their 
dismissal was assured. The right hon. 
Gentleman could not suggest that this 
matter had come upon him by surprise. 
It was a very long way since the debate 
on the Second Reading. This matter 
had been fully gone into. The right 
hon. Gentleman had managed, with great 
dexterity, to meet matters of greater 
importance. He had indicated hisinten- 
tion to accept one of the Amendments 
on the Paper. He himself did not care 
which one was accepted, but let them 
have some words that would assure 
these two gentlemen in the greatest 
office, whether judicial or non-judicial 
—call it X—ever yet created in 
Ireland. It was an office that would 
have to deal with the evicted tenants, 
transplanting, congestion in the West of 
Ireland, the giving out of the £12,000,000, 
and it would have to do with the loan 
of | £100,000,000. In fact, these two 
gentlemen, who had the tenure of 
ordinary removables, would have to 
exercise during the next twenty years, 
if they lived, functions of intimate rela- 
tion with the daily and domestic life of 
the country. Therefore, it was utterly 


impossible, so far as the Irish Members | 


were concerned, to hail with satisfaction 
the appointment of this Commission, 


unless some solid tenure, as good as Mr. | 


Wrench's, 
gentlemen. 


was given to these two 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said it appeared to 
him that great and unnecessary difficulty 


Mr. T. M. Healy, 


with regard to this matter. He was not 
referring to Mr. Wrench’s case at all. It 
was not desirable to make the other two 
Commissioners Judges in any sense of 
the word, or to bring them within the 
rule which would prevent this House 
critic'sing their conduct. He believed 
that rule was strictly confined to Judges 
of the Superior Court. County Court 
Judges held office on a different tenure, 
and he did not see any practical objec- 
tion to giving these two gentlemen the 
same status and tenure as County Court 
Judges, but without calling them Judges. 
County Court Judges, under a recent 
Act regulating their appointment, now 
held office during good behaviour. That 
was a technical phrase, and when an 
office was created to be held during 
good behaviour the officer could not be 
removed as long as he behaved well 
The Superior Court Judges were remov- 
Able by an Address to the Crown from 
both Houses of Parliament. County 
Court Judges could be removed on 
certificate of the Lord Chancellor certify- 
ing to their incapacity. That certificate 
was laid before the Lord Lieutenant, and 
the Lord Lieutenant, by order in Council, 
could in motu proprio at the Privy Council 
remove County Court Judges. He had 
removed one or two of them. Why not 
adopt that machinery, adapting it to 
cases of other than physical or mental 
incapacity, to enable these two 
gentlemen to hold office during goud 
behaviour in the first instance, and 
have at the same time the special power 
of removing them on the certificate of 
the Lord Chancel'or. That would give 
control over them and a check upon 
them. In that way Parliament could 
ensure that they would have a tolerable 
tenure of office. Nothing had so much 
shaken the confidence of the people of 
Ireland in the administration of the 
civil and criminai law as the cireum- 
stance of reposing that administration 
in the hands of removable officers. 
For human nature was always the same, 
and when a man had before his eyes 
the possibility of being dismissed and 


| deprived of the means of livelihood, that 


fact might possibly go far to influence 
him in the discharge of his duties con 
scientiously as between the public and 
the Government. 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that as 


far as Mr. Wrench was concerned. the 
Chief Secretary was prepared to bring 
up words that would ensure that his 
silary would be brought under the 
criticism of Parliament without inter- 
fering in any way with his tenure as an 
Estates Com missioner. 


Mr. WYNDHAM dissented from this 
interpretation of what he had said. 


*Mr. T W. RUSSELL said it came to 
this—that Mr. Wrench was to be levelled 
down tothe position of security which Mr. 
Finucane and Mr. Bailey were to enjoy. 
This was not a question of salary so far 
as he was concerned. He did not 
question Mr. Wrench’s salary in any 
way atall. Hethought that Mr. Finu- 
cane and Mr. Bailey were very well paid 
with £2,000a year. This was a question 
of tenure. Surely it did not pass the wit 
of man to let these two men draw their 
salaries and, at the same time, to secure 
that the salaries should be subject to the 
criticism of this and the other House of 
Parliament, and yet to provide that 
they should not be subject to dis- 
missal by any Lord Lieutenant who 
might be in Dublin Castle in future, 
surrounded by landlords or ex-landlords. 
They should not be at the mercy of those 
inen. That was what constituted the 
real difference between Ireland and 
other countries. They were dealing 
with Dublin Castle, and that was the 
real reason why Irish Members were 
anxious that the tenure of these two 
Commissioners should be secure. He 
did not wish to make them irremovables, 
but surely the Chief Secretary and his 
legal advisers could devise words which 
would secure them against being subject 
to dismissal at the mere pleasure, which 
might be interpret.d as the mere whim, 
of the Lord Lieutenant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said if there was to 
be general control on the part of the 
Government over those Estates Com- 
missioners who were to administer 
public money, then there 
control of an effective character. 


Mr. DILLON said that they did 


not know where they were. The Chief 
Secretary had not even said that he 
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would present an alternative ; he only 
said that he would cast about to see if 


_ possibly he could find words, but he had 


not been able to find words. This was 
one of the most vital matters that had 
turned up in the whole debates. In 
justification of his own Amendment he 
insisted that the whole of this difficulty 
had arisen from the introducticn of Mr. 
Wrench. He was not quite certain 
whether he would not be prepared to go 
as far as to let the whole three Com- 
uissioners be appointed with their 
present tenure if there was no Mr. 
Wrench in question. But what was 
intolerable was that the landlord repre- 
sentative, or the landlord element, on 
the Commission was irremovabie to be 
beyond and above criticism, and above 
fear, while the other Commissioners 
were to be placed in a position to be 
removable by the Government of the 
day. It was all very well to talk of the 
small chance of their being removed. 
That was not the fear ; it was the effect 
on the minds of these men that they 
were removable; that they wee not 
independent men. The Chief Secretary 
met their criticism by saying that there 
would be an addition to Mr Wrench’s 
salary. That was good, so far as it went ; 
but he hoped it would be a very small 
addition. Mr. Wrench was a gentleman 
who had the reputation in Ireland of 
spending all his time in providing for 
himself and his friends, and in doing no 
public work ; and he ventured to point 
out that so far as the purpose of 
criticism was concerned a £5 note would 
be enough. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that in addition 
Mr. Wrench would have to give up his 


title to a pension. 


Mr. DILLON said they would have a 
word to say about pensions, the grant- 
ing of which was one of the most re- 
markable features in recent Irish history. 
Mr. Wrench was to be placed in a 
position that he might lose £5 a year, 
but the other Commissioners might lose 
everything—their office and their salary. 
Was that equality? If Mr. Frederick 


Wrench retained his £3,000 a year and 
| with nothing todo, nothing would please 
| him better; and to hold out to the 
Irish Members the comfort that they 


2N 
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could punish Mr. Frederick Wrench by de-| thoroughly with what had been said 


priving him of his work and leaving him 
with his salary of £3,000 a year was the 
most monstrous proposition ever made. 
That was not equality. The Committee 
was in a most unfair position, because 
they had really obtained, so far as the 
status of the other Commissioners was con- 
cerned, no pledge of any kind from the 
Chief Secretary. He believed he spoke for 
the whole of the Irish Party when he 
said that they heartily supported equality 
in the members of an administrative 
Government Board, and that that Board 
should be under the constant supervision 
of the House of Commons. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S$.) said they had been for close on two 
hours waiting to see whether the right 
hon. Gentleman could ascertain the views 
of Mr. Frederick Wrench—whether that 
gentleman would accept this alteration 
of service and the new conditions in 
regard to salary. Having regard to the 
fact that they all objected to the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Frederick Wrench, he would, 
with all respect, ask whether it was 
worth while occupying the time of the 
Committee in discussing hypothetical 
conditions which depended upon Mr. 
Frederick Wrench. The right hon. 
Gentleman was misinformed by his 
legal advisers when he said that an 
officer appointed during pleasure was 
practically irremovable. No one knew 
better than the Solicitor-General that 
Mr. Bailey and Mr. Finucane would 
only hold office subject to the whim of 
the Government of the day. Mr. Charles 
Bourke, who had been Inspector of 
Prisons for a great number of years, 
and to whom the age limit of sixty-five 
did not apply, was dismissed by the 
Chief Secretary of the day. The Land 
Commissioners were to be charged with 
purely administrative business, and it was 
not to be tolerated for a moment that 
one of them should have a tenure of 
office which was practically thai of a 
superior Judge, and therefore irremovable, 
while the other two were to be removable 
at pleasure. It was quite intolerable 
that this gentleman should be foisted 
into this place against the wishes of 
the Irish Members, and that he should 
be given a different tenure from that 
of the other Commissioners. He agreed 


Mr. Dillon, 


about the inefficiency of Parliamentary 
criticism in regard to the holders of a 
secure office. He had tried it in all its 
phases. When he entered the House 
Members were allowed to attack officers 
in the position of a Judge, but now they 
were not permitted to even sneeze a 
complaint. He would therefore be un- 
able to approach such an austere gentie- 
man as Mr. Frederick Wrench; that 
gentleman would be irremovable, and 
therefore his salary could not be discussed. 
He challenged the right hon. or any 
other gentleman to give an instance of 
a man who discharged administrative 
and executive duties as distinguished 
from judicial work, who was irremovable. 
Such a case did not exist. ‘There was, 
he thought, a possible way out of the 
difficulty. There was one class of 
executive officers who, although they 
discharged executive duties, were not 
under the control of the {xeeutive 
Government, but of the House of 
Commons itself. He meant the clerks 
at the Table of the House of Commons. 
These gentlemen’s salaries were on the 
Estimates and were subject to Parlia- 
mentary criticism, but they were only 
removable by an Address carried in the 
House of Commons. If the Commis- 
sioners were made removable by an 
Address to the Crown by the House of 
Commons it would be a different thing 
from being removable by the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland sitting in Privy 
Council. He wanted to keep the Com- 
missioners from being subject to the 
back-door operations of some gentleman 
who had climbed up to Dublin Castle. 
If Mr. Bailey or Mr. Finucane were to 
be dismissed by the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council, Mr. Wrench himself might 
be summoned to that Privy Council and 
brought under the influence of Dublin 
Castle. He was sorry the right hon. 
Gentleman for the mere personal matter 
of the pension or no pension of one man 
should obstructthebusiness. Heimpressed 
on the right hon. Gentleman the fact that 
the only instance of administrative and 
executive officers being removable was 
the case of the clerks of Parliament, 
who might be removed from the House 
itself. He pressed the right hon. 
Gentleman to himself make terms for 


| Mr. Wrench. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked | 
the right hon. Gentleman where, 
he proposed to move the Amend-| 
ment which the right hon. Gent!eman 
had stated would facilitate the change 
in the position of Mr. Wrench. He 
supposed it would be in Sub-section 3 of 
Clause 76. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
supposed that would be so. But he did 
not know whether the right hon. | 
Gentleman would like to say anything | 
further now to;show how the change 
was to be brought about. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said these three 
ofticers were to have the same tenure, and 
Mr. Wrench’s salary would be determined 
in one of two ways—either he would 
come on to the Votes at £3,000 a year, | 
in which case his pension would be 
considered—there was no pension now, 
but in one clause of the Bill there was a 
provision for a pension—or his salary | 
would remain on the Consolidated Fund, 
and in place of a pension he could have 
a separate salary as an Estates Commis- 
sioner, with the same sfatus as the other 
Estates Commissioners. The status was 
to be the same, and the only point was 
what was the tenure to be. He could 
not say more than he had already said. 
They must be executive officers of the 
Government. If they were only to be re- 
movablefor inability ormisbehaviourthat 
was the tenure of a Judge of the High 
Court, and that wasa position independent 
of the Government, and the Government 
would not be responsible unless these 
gentlemen were responsible to the 
Executive Government. 


‘two under his thumb, but he 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the proposition 
of the right hon. Gentleman involved 


this. A vote in the House of Lords 
against A and B—A would say I am 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said that was a 
most marvellous statement. Now they 
found because Mr. Wrench was to get a 
pension Mr. Bailey and Mr. Finucane 
were to get one also. He welcomed the 
statement. No doubt it wasa mistake 
in the draftsmanship, but where was the 
Treasury when that mistake took place : 
These gentlemen were not holding office 


under the Act of 1881, and it was absurd 


to say they were to have pensions under 
that Act. This discussion had been of 
some benefit, for it had, at all events, 
secured pensions to Mr. Bailey and Mr. 
Finucane, and if, as the result of attacks 
upon them in the other House, they 
were driven out, they would not go 
without a pension. 


Mr WYNDHAM said he was wrong 
in his explanation though right in his 
facts. These gentlemen gota pension 
under the Superannuation Act of 1859. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there was no 
reference to the Act of 1859 in the Bill. 
What they wanted to know was, was 
Mr. Wrench to take a pension under the 
Superannuation Act of 1859, or was he 
to be left by this Bill with a pension. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew them 
pertectly well, and knew they never 
gave way on a good point. They had 
got a good point now and would stick 
to it till the facts were before the 
country. He last night advised the 
right hon. Gentleman to make up his 
mind in the few moments that remained, 
but he would not do so, and they had 
two hours discussion to-day in conse- 
quence. But the right hon. Gentleman 
must make up his mind to this. He 
believed the Treasury view was that 
Mr. Wrench should have the other 
was 
determined to prevent that. He would 
not be a party to this thing. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 


very sorry for having quarrelled with | said there were two points in this clause, 
my Peers in Parliament, and would and the Government had gone wrong in 
retire on his pension, while B would both. First of all there was the question 
slip down a hole in the ice. of making two different kinds of Land 
Commissioners. Whatever they chose to 

Mr. WYNDHAM said the others were | do withthe Land Commissionersshould be 
to have Civil Service pensions, under the done with all three. Under the present 
Act of 1881, but by a mistake in the scheme one was to be responsible only 
drafting it was not put into the clause. | to his conscience, and the other two, 
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who were to hold office during pleasure, 
were to be responsible to the Lord 
Lieutenant. They could not harness 
sheep and goats together in this way. 
They could only take the clause as it 
stood, and under the clause one of them 
would be master of the other two. Why 
the Government should have made an 
exceptional rule for one Commissioner, 
and left the other two under the other 
rules he did not know. What was the 
rule to be! Were the Commissioners 
to hold office during pleasure, or be 
practically irremovablelike Judges, except 
on the vote of both Houses. ‘There was 
a middle course which certainly would 
not makethem as irremovable as Judges, 
but by which they could hold oftice 
during good; behaviour. 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that when 
he spoke of the Commissioners not 
receiving pensions he was interrupted 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequ.r and 
the Chief Secretary, and referred to a 
subsequent clause; but it was not quite 
clear to him that that clause provided 
for pensions. They were also referred 
to the Act of 1859; but there was 
nothing in the Bill about that Act. 
Why shou'd not the Government make 
it clear that pensions would be secured 
for those gentlemen ? He was not quite 
sure that the Commissioners would find 
themselves very comfortable in their 
positions. A great deal had been said 
about the Commission not being a 
Court. He certainly did not wish them 
to have a judicial position; but they 
would be dealing with the property of 
the country. Further, the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to remember that 
the Bill had been entirely changed 
since it was introduced; and that the 
Commissioners were now vested with 
discretion, which it was not originally 
proposed they should possess. He did not 
wish to touch Mr. Wrench, and he did 
not believe his position could possibly be 
taken from him. Indeed, as far as he was 
concerned, the Government could do 
anything they liked as regarded Mr. 
Wrench ; but he wished that the other 
two Estates Commissioners should have 
the same status as Mr. Wrench, and 
that Mr. Wrench should not have a 
superior status and be the consulting 
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party at the Castle. If that were done 
he would be quite content. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that that was 
his intention. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that if 
the right hon. Gentleman would state 
that he was prepared to bring up words 
later which would change the position of 
these two Commissioners from being 
removable into a more stable tenure, at 
the same time not removing them from 
the cognisance of Parliament, that 
would meet the point. Al. the right 
hon. Gentleman had said up to the pre- 
sent was that he would look round and 
see whether it was possible to find such 
words, but the right hon. Gentleman 
gave the impression that it world be a 


' hopeless task. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said, as he under- 
stood the hon. Member for South Tyrone, 
his position was that although he did 
not approve altogether of the course 
which had been taken, he would be pre- 
pared to accept it if all the Estates Com- 
missioners were given the same sfatus. 
Then the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford asked what that sfutus was to 
be, and he said that he was not satisfied 
with the words of the Bill. His reply 
was that those gentlemen would not 
have a judicial status, and that he did 
not know of any other phrase, other 
than the words in the Bill, which would 
not give them such a status. He had 
undertaken to endeavour to find words 
which would form a new tenure, but he 
did not yet know whether it would be 
possible. If there were a half way house 
between tenure at pleasure and a 
judicial tenure he would endeavour to 
find it, but beyond that he could not go. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) asked if 
the Committee was to understand that 
if there was a tenure which was a half- 
way house between tenure at pleasure 


and a judicial position, which would 
give those gentlemen a more stable 
tenure, but would not withdraw them 
from the cognisance of Parliament, the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 


, conduct the Committee to it ’ 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said that was 
policy. 


Me. T. M. HEALYasked if the Commis- 
sioners were to be on the same footing as 
regarded pension. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had already 
stated all he had to state on that point. 
If the £3,000 paid to Mr. Wrench were 
taken off the Consolidated Fund, then 
they would have to specially consider his 
case. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said the Committee | 


had not yet been told what Mr. Wrench’s 
present tenure was. When they knew 


that, all that would be necessary would | 


be to raise the other Commissioners to 
the same level. 


Mr. T. M. HEALYaskediftheright hon. 
Gentleman proposed to deal with the 
pensions of the three Commissioners 
in one clause. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that if the hon. 
and learned Gentleman attached any im- 
portance to that, there would be no 
objection to it; but it should be under- 
stood that the pensions of the two Com 
missioners, other than Mr. Wrench, 
would be at Civil Service rates. He 
could not reopen the financial question ; 
but he was informed by the draftsman 
that the tenure in the Bill did not require 
any explicit statement as regarded 
pensions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that although 
the reply of the Government was not quite 
satisfactory, he recognised that there had 
been aconcession. It was some concession 
to those gentlemen that they could not 
be turned out of doors without getting 
some solatium. For his part, he was pre- 
pared to wait until the Chief Secretary 
had introduced his clause. The position 
of Mr. Wrench was becoming extremely 
interesting ; he seemed to be the fairy god- 
mother of the situation, and had already 
showered down pensions on Mr. Bailey 
and Mr. Finucane. What they had to 
do now was to concentrate their attention 
on Mr. Wrench’s pension, and the pension 
Mr. Wrench would get would also have 
to be provided for the other Commis- 
sioners. 


{1 JuLy 1903} 
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rd to get out of the difficulty, but he 
| was bound to say that he was not satisfied 
| with the result. The whole matter had 
arisen from the introduction of Mr. 
Wrench. He would not put the Com- 
| mittee to the trouble of a division; but 
he certainly would not withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider the 
_ precedents he had placed before him. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked when the 
right hon. Gentleman would put down 
his new Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it would be put 
down before the Report stage. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL formally moved 
the following Amendment— 


Amendment proposed— 


*“In page 12, line 30, at end, to insert the 
words ‘ Any member of the Land Commission 
who has been nominated or appointed as an 
Estates Commissioner shall not be entitled to 
be a member of the Congestet Districts Board 
as the member of the Land Commission to 
represent forestry and agriculture.’ "—(.VWr. 7. 
W. Russell.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
accept the Amendment, because it was 
not necessary. He did not think that 
the hon. Gentleman wished to put into 
an Act of Parliament a provision that a 
distinguished public servant should he 
given work involving no emolument be- 
cause he was discharging work to which an 
emolument was attached. Mr. Wrench had 
informed him that his work as an Estate 
Commissioner would not enable him to 
undertake other duties. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he was not 
aware of Mr. Wrench’s action. The 
Chief Secretary would admit that he was 
not ungenerous to Mr. Wrench. He 
would ask leave to withdraw the Amend 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said as the 
Bill stood the Estates Commissioners would 
be the servants of the Lord Lieutenant, and 
be subject to his orders. He proposed to 
leave out the words “shall be under 
the control of the Lord Lieutenant.” 
The policy of the Commissioners 
ought not to be controlled by the Execu- 
tive Government. They would have 
very large matters within their discre- 
tion, and they should bring all their 
mind and intelligence to bear on them 
without such control as was suggested, 
although it was quite right that their 
actions should be subject to discussion in 
this House. It was quite a different 
thing to say that their action should be 
dictated by the Lord Lieutenant of the 
day. It would not be right to put these 
en, who had to discharge mostimportant 
duties, involving the exercise cf judg- 
ment and discretion, under the control 
of the executive, with instructions to do 
whatever the Lord Lieutenant told 
them. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, lines 32 and 33, to leave ont the 
words ‘shall be under the control of the Lord 
Lieutenant.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it would be 
clearly improper to decide in essence the 
question which they had been debating 
when they had agreed to adjourn the 
actual decision until the Report stage. 
This was the old question in a new form. 
and he would not add anything to the 
argument, he had already adduced. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY entirely concurred 
in the judgment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but he pointed out that this pro- 
posal relieved the Chief Secretary of any 
difficulty in giving these gentlemen the 
tenure which had been suggested. With 
such potent words as ‘“‘shall be under 
the control of the Lord Lieutenant” in 
the Act, he could not conceive any diffi- 
culty in providing a proper tenure for 
these men. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had had these 
words in his mind during the whole of 


{COMMONS} 
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the previous debate, and it was because 


he could not assent to the proposition 
that the words used in the case of a 
Judge would fit in with these words, that 
he could not agree that the words were 
applicable to the tenure of a Judge. 
These words expressed the policy of the 
Government. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB regretted the 
decisionof theChief Secretary. “Control” 
meant that the Lord Lieutenant would be 
able to influence the Commissioners in 
the way he wished them to go. What 
was wanted in the administration of this 
Department was continuity of principle 
uninterfered with by party exigencies on 
either side. 


Mr. BUTCHER agreed that these 
Commissioners ought to have their 
action considered in Parliament, and 
that they ought not to have such a 
tenure that they could not be removed. 
What he objected to was that in carry- 
ing out the provisions of this measure 
they should be subject to the daily and 
hourly control of the Lord Lieutenant. 
It could not be right for the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to give directions that the Com- 
missioners should buy a particular estate 
or give acertain price for it. If that 
were done, the Commissioners would Le 
prejudiced in the discharge of their duty, 
and he was unable to see what other 
meaning could be placed on the words. 


Mr. BLAKE said the words, when 
taken in conjunction with those that 
followed, seemed to lend themselves 
to some extent to the criticisms which 
had been made. He agreed that 
these gentlemen were to be executive 
officers, and there was no harm in 
making it perfectly plain that the 
Government were responsible for their 
conduct. That being so, the Govern- 
ment must be able in a general way to 
regulate the course the Commissioners 
should pursue, and that object was 


‘secured, not only by the tenure of 


office, but also by the words— 


‘Shall act in accordance with such general 
regulations as may be made by” 


the Lord Lieutenant. But when the 
two provisions of this sub-section were 


| taken together, it seemed possibly to be 
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intended that the Lord Lieutenant | 
should exercise a daily and hourly con- 
trol over the detailed performance of the 
work and the determinations of the 
Commissioners in regard to particular 
estates. He thought that could hardly 
be intended, and it would be well if the 
right hon. Gentleman explained exactly 
what the words did mean. 


{1 JULY 
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were to be prescribed, published, or sub- 
mitted to Parliament. He would suggest 
that they should be laid on the Table of 
the House with power to present a 
prayer against them if necessary. 


Mr. BLAKE said there was a great 
deal to be said for the position of the 
Chief Secretary, so long as the interfer- 


‘ence of the Executive Government was 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the hon. 
Member who had just spoken, having 
held high office in another part of the 
mpire, must be aware that a member 
of a Government could not interfere 
minutely from day to day in the detailed 
work of a great Department. These 
words merely meant general control and 
guidance, the Government being re- 
sponsible for the success of the Act. 
The Government would not interfere in 
regard to a particular estate, or as to 
the sphere of the operations of the Com- 
missioners. But seeing that the Govern- 
ment of the day would be criticised in 
Parliament if the hopes raised in the 
course of these debates were disappointed, 
it might be right for them to have a 
word as to whether the energies of the 
Commissioners should be directed to- 
wards dealing with congestion or some 
other of the objects of the measure. 
There was a great deal of policy in a 
Bill of this kind; and the Government 
were responsible for that policy; there- 
fore it was necessary that they should 
have a general control to see that their 
intentions were carried out. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that in the 
administration of a new body with large 
funds at its back it would be intolerable 
if the Chief Secretary of the day, who | 
would be constantly subject to criticism 
in Parliament, had not a directing voie ». | 
Especially would that be the casein regard 
to the present Chief Secretary, who was 
responsible for this Bill. If the measure 
failed to work satisfactorily, the right 
hon. Gentleman would be attacked on) 
all sides, and it would be impossible for 
him to defend his position, unless he 


could say he had given the necessary | 


directed to the principles of action, to 
seeing that the Act was carried out in 
the spirit in which it was intended, and 
did not extend to the minor details cf 
judgment, and so forth. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had not yet 
decided on the exact form of publication, 
but he agreed the regulations should 
come before the House in some way. 


Mr. BUTCHER siid that as the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that the 
control was to be merely a general 
control, he would withdraw his Amend- 
ment, and move the insertion of the 
word “ general.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed — 

‘*In page 12, line 32, after the word ‘ the’ to 
insert the word ‘ general.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 12, line 34, to omit the word 
‘veneral.’”- -(Mr.. 7. M. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BUTCHER said that this Act 
was going to work for a considerable 


-number of years before it was worked 


out, and therefore he did not like the 
Lord Lieutenant to be able to lay down 
any regulations he liked. He begged to 
move the Amendment standing in his 
name— 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 12, line 34,at end, toinsert the words 
‘and such regulations shall be deemed to be 
statutory rules within the meaning of the 


directions, or something to that effect. It | Rules Publication Act, 1893.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


would be a satisfaction if the Committee , 
could be told whether the regulations | 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted,” 
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FOR 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) was understood to say 
that he had no objection to the 
proposal of the hon. Member, but some 
other form of words would be necessary 
if the Rules were to be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 


Mr. BUTCHER said he much pre- 
ferred that they should be laid upon the 
Table. He begged leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. ATKINSON said if the desire of 
the House was that the Rules should be 
laid on the Table, he would bring up a 
clause on Report dealing with this 
matter. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
he desired to move anAmendmentleaving 
out the words ‘“ Judicial Commissioner,’ 
and insert ‘“‘suid Commissioners.” The 
Chief Secretary had already stated 
that he was anxious that the Bill 
should be worked with the greatest pos 
sible expedition, and he thought this 
Amendment would expedite matters. 
It was only fair to assume that the 
Estates Commissioners who would be 
responsible for the administrative work 
of the Act would be the best judges in 
regard to the selection oi the officials to 
carry on their work in the most satis- 
factory and expeditious manner. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 12, lines 36 and 37, to leave out the 
words ‘Judicial Commissioner,’ and insert 
the words ‘said Commissioners.’ (Mr. 
Cullinan.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘Judicial Commissioner’ stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said the clause 
enabled the Judicial Commissioner to 
appoint a_ staff to assist the 
Estates Commissioners. The Judicial 
Commissioner was the head of the Com- 
mission aud he was the person who 
must decide what members of the staff 
he could spare to be transferred from 
his own Department to the branch pre- 
sided over by the Estates Commissioners. 
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This Amendment would enable the out- 
side body to strip and carry away the 
staff of the Judicial Commissioner 
against the wish or contrary to the 
orders of the head of that staff. That 
was a perfectly impossible state of things, 
for the Judicial Commissioner must 
have control over his own staff. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 


W.: said he agreed that the 
less the Judicial Commissioner had 
to do with the appointment of 


officials the better. He did not agree 
that it would be better if the appoint- 
ment went to the Lord Lieutenant. He 
did not see why any objection should be 
raised to the proposal to give the 
appointment to the Estates Commis- 
sioners themselves. The hon. Member 
opposite said that if they got the proper 
men the work would be carried out in a 
proper manner, but many of them did 
not think that the present Judicial 
Commissioner was the man who was 
likely to make the best selection and 
carry Out the work satisiactorily to the 
Irish people. He strongly supported 
the Amendinent of his hon. friend. 


Mer. BLAKE pointed out that these 
officers would be the officers of the Comi- 
mission. He did not see why the 
Judicial Commissioner should have the 
sole voice in the disposition of the staff. 
It seemed to him that if it was to ie 
left to the Commissioners at all it should 
be leit to the whole Commission to 
determine their officers, and then the 
Judicial Coi:missioner would have his 
say and the whole question would settle 
itself. He did not see why the Judicial 
Commissioner should be given this 
special patronage. 


Mr. DILLON said that the proposal 
of the Government was introducing a 
totally new departure into the administra- 
tion of the Land Commission. As far as 
he understood it, the Judicial Commis- 
sioner at present had no such power as 
was proposed, and, as a matter of fact, 
he did not actually deal with this matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the question 
of transferring some part of the staff 
elsewhere had never occurred before. 
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Mr. DILLON contended that ths 
question of dealing with the staff had 
arisen and arose continually, and the 
Judicial Commissioner had no _ special 
powers of this nature. It stood to reason 
that if this appointment was to be left in 
the hands of the Commission it should 
remain in the hands of the whole Com- 
mission, so that the matter could be 
arranged in consultation with the men 
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who were to be responsible as Estates | 


Commissioners. Those Commissioners 
were to be appointed as additional 
members of the Commission, and if they 
gave this appointment to the whole body 
then the Estates Commissioners would 
have a voice in the appointment of their 
own officers. Was that an unreasonable 
thing to ask for? He thought it was 
an extraordinary proposal that the Judicial 
Commissioner should be invited to have 
the sole voice in appointing the staff of 
this new Department, and it would be a 
very ill omen for the new Department if 
the staff was appointed without giving 
the new Commissioners a voice in the 
matter. What earthly objection could 
the Government have to allowing these 
Estates Commissioners to come into the 
room when these matters were being 
settled so as to have a voice in them? 
Really it was a matter of very consider- 
able importance that these officials should 
know at the start that the men who were 
to be their masters and employers and 
directors had had some voice in appoint- 
ing them, and it might tend to impair 
the smooth working of the official machine 
at the very start if these men were to 
look upon the Judicial Commissioner as 
their sole employer. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that the 
proposal was that the Judicial Commis 
sioner should have the sole power of 
nominating men on the staff of the Land 
Commission to work under the Estates 
Commissioners. He contended that this 
was not a judicial act; it ought not to 
be confined to the Judicial Commissioner 
but ought to appertain to the whole 
Commission There was an additional 
reason for that. Two of the new Estates 
Commissioners had been in the service 
before. 
and the other had for fifteen or six- 
teen years been in the service as 
an Assistant Legal Commissioner. Con- 
sequently they knew all the men who 
had been doing this work and their 
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‘capabilities. It was no use putting 
‘too fine a point upon this question. 
They were not living in a foreign country. 
They knew what they were talking 
about, and they were not prepared to 
have this new organisation packed with 
anybody’s creatures. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would say that in a matter like 
this they should not distrust the whole 
Land Commission. This was not a 
question of distrusting the Commission 
but of trusting them, and in this case the 
three Estates Commissioners ought to 
have a voice with the other members of 
the Land Commission, and that would be 
very much more satisfactory than leaving 
the whole executive work to the Judicial 
Commissioner. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Attorney- 
General had stated that this case had 
not arisen before. He was sorry to 
tell him that it had. When the Land 
Act of 1881 was passed, Mr. Justice 
Lawson stated that the officers and 
clerks of the Church Temporalities 
Commissioners who were suitable would 
be transferred to the new Land Com- 
mission. He objected to the present 
proposal on the same ground that he 
objected to the other—namely, that they 
would pick out certain favourites for the 
appointments. Judge Lawson was then 
Judge of the Church temporalities ; and 
the Committee could imagine what 
chance Catholics would have with him. 
He got a distinet pledge from the 
then Attorney-General that nothing in 
the nature of discrimination would be 
attempted, but what was the fact? They 
, boycotted every Catholic, and a number of 
the men who received appointments after- 
wards took a prominent part in Orange 
demonstrations and had to be dismissed 
by the Land Commissioners. On_ the 
matter being referred to the Lord 
Lieutenant they were told to go back to 
the office, hang up their hats, and 
apologise. They did not want all this 
kind of thing over again. He did think 
it was a most invidious thing that all the 
nominations for appointments from the 
existing staff should be made by one man. 
He thought this was a matter in which 
‘the claims of the individua! men shou!d 
be considered. The proposal made was 
'most unfair to Mr. Wrench, who was to 
_be excluded from making appointments 
‘from the existing staff. He thought that 
for Mr. Wreneh’s sake alone they ought 
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to make a stand in order that he might 
not be put in the position in which the 
Bill proposed to place him in regard to 
these appointments. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would yield on this small 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it would be 


very difficult to frame words saying what | 


the members of the Land Commission 
were to do in this matter. He thought 
the Government should nominate and 
appoint the persons. They would 


work to be performed. 


do | 
that with due regard to the nature of the | 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that 
so long as the nominations were. 
in the hands of one man_ the 
appointments would follow. If the 
Judicial Commissioner nominated a 
certain number of men for duty, who 


in the Government was going to inter- 
vene to prevent the appointments? He 


suggested the substitution of the words, , 


* Land Commission’ for “ Judicial Com- 
missioner.” ‘The Judicial Commissioner 
was a Judge, and did not know the 
capabilities of the men. If the nomina 
tions were made by the Land Com- 
mission they would come from a body 
who knew the capacities of the individual 
men. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
a far more serious matter arose on this 
question than had \et been mentioned. 
He referred the Committee to Clause 
76 of the Bill, which provided that — 


“The Hon. Gerald FitzGerald, one of the 
Land Commissioners, shall, for the purposes 
of the Land Law Acts and Land Purchase 
Acts, but not further or otherwise, in addition 
to his existing powers, have all the jurisdiction 
and powers of a Judicial Commissioner, with 
the same rank and tenure of office as if he had, 
at the commencement of this Act, been 
appointed a Judicial Commissioner under the 
Act of 1881 ° 


The Hon. Gerald FitzGerald would, there- 
fore, have the appointments in his 
hands. That would be wholly  ob- 
jectionable to the people of Ireland, and 
to all parties in the country who had 
any dealings with the Land Commission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM did not think it 


was very convenient to cast upon the. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Land Commissioners the duty of select- 
ing the staff. He proposed to put that 
duty on the Lord-Lieutenant, and to let 
the Government accept the responsi- 
bility. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 36, to leave out the words 
‘the Judicial Commissioner may nominate 
such officers of the Commission, and.’ ” 


Amendment agreed to. 


“Tn page 12, line 39, after the word ‘of,’ 
to insert the words ‘land clerks of ten years 
service and.’ ”—(Colonel McCalmont.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he objected to 
an Amendment which would specify 
these clerks. He had no doubt the 
gentlemen would be suitable candidates 
for employment under the Bill. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 12, line 40, at end, to insert the 
words ‘and the remuneration of those persons 
shall be paid as part of the expenses of the 
Land Commission.’ ” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


THE Marquess or HAMILTON (Lon- 
donderry) moved— 

“In Clause 2], page 13, line 2, after ‘Come 
missioners,’ insert ‘or by any vendor.’” 
He said his object was to extend the 
same facilities to all landowners as to the 
class mentioned in the clause. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 13, line 2, after the word ‘Com- 
missioners, to insert the words ‘or by any 
vendor.’ —(The Marquess of Hamilton.) 


Question proposed, ‘*‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had not had 
an opportunity of considering this matter. 
He asked his noble friend not to press 
the Amendment at present. 


THe MArquess oF HAMILTON said 


/ he would move it on Report. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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ment he now wished to move was to 
leave out the words “and completed ” 
from line 3 of Subsection 9. He was 


aware that in moving this—which was 
'fession in the Empire than the solicitors 


one of a series of Amendments—he was 
taking a course which might not be very 
popular in the Committee, because, as a 


general rule, lawyers were not in great | 


favour there. Why they should not be 
he never could understand, because this 
House was the fountain and creator of 
all law, and one would have thought that 


those who tried to administer the law 


should not be marked out for derision. 


on lawyers’ fees was received with a good 
deal—-he would not say of obloquy, but 
with a great deal of discouragement—on 
both sides of the House. The scheme 
proposed in the sub-section was that 


sales of estates to the Estates Commis- 
that solicitors other than those connected 


sioners, and sales by those Commissioners 
to tenants and others might be negoti- 
ated and completed by any agents, solici- 
tors, or other persons approved by the 
Estates Commissioners at a fixed price 
or percentage, according to scale fixed by 
the Estates Commissioners. That was to 
say, when a landlord wanted to sell, and 
a tenant to buy bis property, neither 
landlord nor tenant could have any voice 
in the appointment of the solicitor but he 
was to be appointed by the Commission. 
In starting the original negotiations he 
thought it was right and reasonable that 
the landlord’s or tenant’s solicitor should 
not interpose or he recognised. and 
accordingly his Amendment did not 


interfere with that. It only enabled the | 


negotiation to be carried to a completion 
hy the solicitor of the landlord or tenant. 
Why should landlord and tenant be com- 
pelled to put their title deeds into the 
hands of a solivitor who was not 
nominated by themselves, of whom they 
knew nothing, and who could not be 
supposed to have their particular interest 
at heart? It was most unreasonable 
that such a novelty should be introduced 
into legislation. The object of his 
Amendment was that when the sale 
came to be completed the landlord and 
tenant should be able to exercise the, 
ordinary citizen’s right of nominating | 
their own solicitor to carry out the | 
contract to its completion. His Amend- 


ment was supported by the Incorporated | 
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Law Society of Ireland, who could not. 
be accused of being animated by selfish 
motives. After agreat numberof years 


/experience he could say that there was 


no more intelligent and honourable pro- 


of Ireland, who, under great temptations, 


‘and struggling under very trying ci’- 


cumstances were an example of public 
trusteeship of which any country ought 
to be proud. 

Amendment proposed— 


«Tn page 13, line 3, to leave out the words 


| ‘and completed.’ ”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 
He had observed that any clause bearing | 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and completed, stand part of the 


, clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the sub- 
section did not by any means lay down 


with the particular properties were to be 
employed by the Estates Commissioners. 
It was a permissive clause, subject to the 
goodwill of the Treasury. He was quite 
sure that the Treasury would not permit 
the Estates Commissioners to employ a 
solicitor to the detriment of the solicitors 
who were connected with a particular 
estate; but the right hon. Gentleman 
would see that it might occur that if the 
solicitors to the estate were compulsorily 
employed it might put a certain 
premium on factitious opposition to the 
completion of the transaction. He had 
no doubt that in a great number of 
cases the family solicitor wo ld be 
employed ; but he could not accept the 
Amendment. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL begged leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester 
moved that Sub-section 9, line 3, should 
be amended by leaving out ‘agents, 
solicitors, or other persons ” and inserting 
“land agent or solicitor nominated by 
the landlord and —approved by the 
Estates Commissioners. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘In page 13, line 3, to leave out the words 
‘agents, solicitors, or other persons,’ and 
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insert the words ‘land agent or solicitor 
nominated by the landlord and.’ ”—(Sir John 
Rolleston.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
accept the Amendment. As he had 
already stated the Estates Commissioners 
would, as a rule, employ the solicitors 
connected with the property, but some 
discretion must be left to the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Str JOHN ROLLESTON had 
an Amendment on the Paper to insert 
in Sub-section 9 relating to the scale of 
fees to be paid to the solicitors, the 
words— 


**Such seale to include in the case of a land 
agent of an estate acting in that capacity on 
the twenty-fifth day of March, nineteen 
hundred and three, a three per cent. negotia- 
tion fee, but such negotiation fee shall, in the 
ease of a land agent in receipt of an annual 
salary less than five per cent. of the rental of 
the estate, be sssessed on the proportion the 
salary hears to five per cent. of the rental, 


and the negotiation fee shall be reduced 
accordingly.” ° 
*THE CHAIRMAN ruled that the 


Amendment was incompetent, as it was 
outside of the Money Resolution of the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) said in moving 
his Amendment he desired to direct the 
attention of the Chief Secretary to the 
enormous number of employees under 
land agents who would be deprived of 
their livelihood because, having regard to 
the number of vears they had served as 
land clerks, it would be impossible for 
them to obtain other occupation at their 


age. Could nothing be done for that 
class of workers who had been most 


faithful in doing their duty to their 


masters ? 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
Let the masters co it themselves. 


Mr. SLUAN said they should not be 
left without any occupation; and he 
submitted the Amendment to the kind 
consideration of the Chief Secretary. 
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“In page 13, line 9, at end, to insert the 
words’ On the sale of any estate under the 
Land Purchase Acts, whether to or by the 
Land Commission or otherwise, one fourth of 
the percentage or fixed price allowed to an 
agent for the negotiation and completion of the 
sale shall be paid to the land clerk employed 
in the office of such estate, and if there be 
more than one land clerk employed in the 
office of the estate the said amount shall be 
distributed to the land clerks in proportion to 
their number of years service as land clerks in 
Ireland respectively.’”—(Mr, Sloan.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
accept the Amendment. Where the 
Estates Commissioners employed a person 
in any capacity, the scale of payment 
would be arranged between the Com- 
missioners and{the Treasury ; and justice 
would be done as regarded any work 
done for the Department. As regarded 
the second part of the Amendment, they 
ought not to interfere with a landlord 
who was conducting his own negotia- 
tions. He assumed that the landlords 
would do their best to see that those 
who had been in their service would 
not suffer. He wished to repeat what 
he had already stated, that in ad- 
ministering the Act they would, where- 
ever they could, do their best to see 
that persons would be compensated in 
meal where they could not be compen- 
sated in malt. He knew that it had 
been suggested that in addition to the 
bonus there should be a grant ; but his 
colleagues and himself could not see their 
way to adopt that policy. In administer- 
ing the Act it would, however, be their 
earnest desire to give as much employ- 
ment as they could to agents and others 
concerned. 


*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) said he 
should like to ask, on a point of order, 
at what particular point the interests of 
the land agents could be discussed on 
this clause ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The interests of 
the land agents is rather a large question. 
Financial compensation for land agents 
could not, I think. be introduced at all 
in this Bill without obtaining previously 
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a Resolution, which would have to be pro- 
posed in Committee on the authority of a 
Member of the Government, as it would 
involve the expenditure of money ; and 
the Committee could not initiate expen 
diture of money without obtaining the 
authority of the Government. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said that the clause 
enabled the Commissioners, subject to 
the approval of the Lord Lieutenant, to 
make rules for carrying the Act into 
effect. In several recent Acts of Parlia 
ment the President of the Incorporated 
Law Society of Ireland had been included 
on the rule-making body; and the In- 
corporated Law Society thought that 
where the interests of their clients were 
so deeply involved as they were in this 
Bill, it was only reasonable that a repre- 
sentative of the solicitors’ body should 
be a member of the rule-making body. 
The Amendment had, he believed, been 
submitted to the Chief Secretary and to 
the law officers; and, of course, if the 
Chief Secretary was unable to accept it 
he would not occupy the time of the 
Committee further. It appeared to him, 
however, to be an eminently reasonable 
proposal; and it was a practice which 
was followed in England as well as in 
Ireland in all modern Acts of Parlia- 
ment which provided for the making of 
rules. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) asked 
if there was a salary attached to the 
position. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said there was no 
salary. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 13, line 9, after the word ‘Com- 
missioners,” to insert the words ‘and the 
President of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ireland for the time being.’”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Question proposed ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


accept the Amendment as it stood. 
Many of these rules would be ad- 
ministrative rules, but he would 
undertake to consider whether the 
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President of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland should not be brought 
in on particular occasions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that although 
no salary was attached to the membership, 
it would involve work ; and he thought 
that the Government ought to welcome 
an independent mind in regard to those 
rules. When they had a gentleman who, 
in the interests of the smooth working of 
the Act, undertook to go over the rules 
without pay, the Government should 
jump at such an offer. The offer was, he 
understood, made by a responsible body 
of great experience, and it followed 
English precedent as well as Irish pre- 
cedent. He did not think it would 
water the wine of the Estates’ Commis- 
sioners if they had to act with a grave 
and reverend seignor of the legal pro- 
fession who had long experience. He 
did not know the present president, but 
he thought the Amendment should be 
accepted here and now. If the words 
were too wide they could be limited. 
He should like to know if the Chief 
Secretary was resisting the Amendment 
on the advice of the Attorney-General 
and the Solicitor-General. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the clause 
covered duties which would not be dis- 
charged by solicitors at all. As regarded 
the professional duties of solicitors, it 
would be a matter for consideration 
whether the co-operation of the President 
of the Incorporated Law Society should 
not be secured. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
he hoped the Chief Secretary would re- 
consider the position. He joined in the 
request which had been made by the hon. 
Member for North Louth. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would re- 
consider the matter before the Report 
stage. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said on that assur- 
ance he would ask leave to withdraw the 


Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) said 
the Amendment which he wished to 


move would greatly expedite sales. 
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Several solicitors had informed him that 
otherwise there would be no end of 
delay. Indeed, it would be a great im- 
provement if there was an examiner 
appointed in each county town. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 13, line 10, after the words ‘Lord 
Lieutenant,’ to insert the words ‘appoint two 
examiners of title in each province and.’”—(Dr. 
Thompson. ) 


Question proposed “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was not 
possible to accept the Amendment, as it 
would upset the work of the staff 
altogether. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. BUTCHER said the Amendment 
he wished to move was to the effect that 
the rules under Section 10 should be 
laid on the table of the House. He had 
been given an assurance to that effect 
with regard to Section 6. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 13, line 19, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘All such rules shall be made by a 
majority, of whom the Judicial Commissioner 
shall be one ; and such rules shall be deemed 
to be statutory rules within the meaning of 
the Rules Publication Act, 1893.’ °"—(Mr. 
Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON replied that these 
were rules of a wholly different char- 
acter. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.) thought it was very desirable that 
they should know that these rules were 
for the costs and expenses of the Land 
Commission. That ought to be made 
quite clear. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL, 
Dublin University) said it was desirable 
wherever publication was required, that 
it should be publication of the same 
kind whether under the Act of 1893 or 
by laying on the Table of the House, 
and he would promise and undertake 


Dr. Thompson. 
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that the Government would provide that 
wherever publication was required it 
should be publication of the same kind. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Does the hon. and learned 
Gentleman acknowledge that these 
rules should be published, and it is only 
a matter of form as to how they shall be 


published ? 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL replied that 
would depend upon the scope and nature 
of rules. Some it would be ludicrous to 
lay upon the Table. Others might 
relate to such important matters that it 
would be desirable they should be laid. 


*Mr. BUTCHER asked who was to be 
the judge of whether they were of 
sufficient impo:tance to be published or 
not. He pointed out that there were 
rules “for carrying into effect the 
foregoing provisions of this Act,” and 
it might be necessary they should be 
considered by the House. He suggested 
that all should be laid upon the Table 
of the House so that the House could 
have control of them. If some were laid 
and some not there would be great con- 
fusion. 


Mr. BLAKE concurred in thinking 


| that the general description of the rules 


in this section involved the proposition 
that they might be of far-reaching im- 
portance and ought to be laid. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY regarded the 
position taken up by the Government 
as not at all unreasonable. There were 
rules so insignificant in their character 
that it would be absurd to ask Parlia 
ment to discuss them. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL thought they 
might say that all rules made in pursuance 
of “‘such and such” should be laid on the 
Table. That might bring in the sub- 
section they were then dealing with. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said he would be con- 
tent with this assurance, and ask leave to 


withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. DILLON said, with reference to 
the last sub-section, he hoped the Govern- 
ment were not going to assent to the 
states Commissioners 
being simply and solely a financial report. 
It was desirable that the Commissioners 
should furnish a much fuller Report than 
was received from the Land Commis- 
sioners. He suggested the Report should 
be more of the character of that of the 
Congested Districts Board. It was not a 
question for Amendment, and he merely 
made that suggestion. 


Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 22. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said the objection to 
Sub-section 3 was that where there was a 
sale by the landlord to the Estates Commis- 
sioners by the operation of the preceding 
clause, the landlord would get 3} per cent. 
on the purchase money until the final dis- 
tribution of the purchase money took 
place, but the effect of this clause would 
be that when there was a sale by the 
landlord to his tenants he would get the 


34 per cent., but part would come out of | 
the purchase money if the investments did | 
not earn sufficient to pay it. Why should | 


that distinction be made between the 
two methods of sale? He believed that 
sales to the tenants were the best, and 
he desired to encourage them, and that that 
could best be done by leaving out this 
sub-section. He therefore begged to 
move. 


,Amendment proposed — 


“In page 14, line 1, leave out Sub-section 
(3).”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
3 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said the two cases 
were entirely different. When an estate 
was sold to the Land Commissioners 
the purchase price was immediately paid 
into Court, and during the twelve 
months the money ay in the bank the 
Government gave 34 per cent. upon it, 
although the receipts from the land 
might not amount to that. By so doing 
they did away with one of the great 
deterrents that prevented landlords from 
selling, which was the fear that the 
percentage on the purchase price would 
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not be sufficient for them to live upon. 
Where a landlord sold to the tenant, the 
Commissioners were in an_ entirely 
different position. In that transaction 
the Commissioners lent the money and 
the landlord received it at once. There- 
fore the State did not feel themselves 
| bound to come forward and, out of 
public money, provide what might be 
necessary to meet the claim of the land- 
lord measured at 34 per cent. But in 
order that he might receive something 
equivalent to the 34 per cent., they 
provided that if the produce of the 
money was insufficient to pay him 34 
| per cent., he should be entitled to go 
upon the principal for sufficient to keep 
his income up to the 3} per cent. level 
for twelve months. It was true that 
that was at the expense of the remainder- 
man, but inasmuch as the landlord had 
chosen to deal with his tenant direct, if 
anybody was to suffer it was more 
| rational that it should be the remainder- 
| man rather than the State, who, in the 
| transaction, only assumed the character 
of a lender of the money. 








| 
| *Sir JOHN COLOMB said that as an 
estate meant anything the Commis- 
_sioners chose to call an estate, it might 
be a portion of an estate. In such a case 
a landlord who sold three or four hold- 
ings might get advantages from which 
another landlord selling an equal number 
of holdings direct to his tenants would 
be precluded. The transfer of land in 
many parts would be best promoted by 
a gradual process, and he knew several 
cases where two or three tenants had 
bought, and then the surrounding 
tenants, when they saw the advantages, 
had come in afterwards. Sales would 
not be accelerated by penalising the 
landlord who, from the circumstances 
of his estate, desired to deal with the 
individual tenants. 


Mr. BLAKE said there was no doubt 
that in many cases the uncertainty as to 
whether the purchase money of an 
estate would produce the income of the 
landlord had acted as a great deterrent 
to purchase, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had stated that this provision had 
been inserted to get rid of that deterrent, 
To the extent to which that deterrent 





had been removed in the case of sales to 
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the Commission, its existence had 
been emphasised in the case of sales 
direct to the tenants. The two 
methods of sale ought to receive equal 
treatment, but here a preterence was 
given to one mode as against the other. 
In the one case the landlord secured 
34 per cent., while in the other be ran 
a certain ri-! 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON | 
thought it very unfair that the land- | 
lord who deait direct with his tenants | 
should have to take money from his | 
children or the remainder men to bring | 
his income up to the 33 per cent. level. 
It wes rather shabby on the part of the 
‘Treasury to insist on that, and he 
hoped the Chief Secretary would avoid 
making this invidious distinction. 












Mr. JOHN REDMOND had always 
understood the view of the Government | 
to be that direct sale should be the normal | 
transaction. ‘This provision, however, 
would offer the greatest possible incen- 
tive to the landlord to sell to the Land | 
Commission ; in fact, it would be quite 
sufficient to prevent men selling direct 
who otherwise would do so. The pro- | 
vision was altogether inconsistent with 
the view the Government had over and 
over again expressed. It was necessary 
to have both methods of sale, and in 
many parts of the country it might be | 
desirable that the sales should be largely | 
to the Commission, but fair play must | 
be given to both systems. This provision 
penalised the very procedure which the | 
Government had declared they wished | 
to see generally adopted 

















Mr. GORDON could not see any 
logic for the reason given for 
distinction. If the Treasury were put 
to greater expense or had to provide 






a large sum of money, he could 
understand it, but neither of those 
conditions obtained. In each case 





they were dealing with the difference 
between what the price woukd produce 
and the 34 percent. It was desirable 
that land!ords and tenants should deal 
direct with one another as far as 
possible, and that no _ distinction 
should be made. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would give way on the point. 


Mr. Blake. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said that in the 
opinion of the Government this sui - 
section, if it favoured ether, favoured 
the landlord who dealt directly with his 
tenant rather than the landlord who 
sold to the Commission. The landlord 
who sold to the Land Commission went 
at once on the 35 per cent. basis, where- 
as the land. ord who conducted his own 
negotiations continued to draw trent 
for a longer period, so that the gap 
before the cessation of the rent-paying 
andthe investinent of the purchase money 
was shorter. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND pointed out 
that the Attorney-General had just 
declared that the existing system acted 
as a deterrent, because the landlords 


| were afraid they would not get sufficient 


money to preserve their income. That 


| was inconsistent with the argument the 


right hon. Gentleman was now adducing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he did _ not 


| hear the speech of the Attorney-General, 


but he was clear that the subsection 
acted rather in favour of the direct sale 
than otherwise. In the case of a sale to 
|the Land Commission, as soon as the 
estimated price had been assented to by 
\the landlord and three-fourths of the 
| tenants, and the estate was vested in 
the Land Commission, the landlord 
|immediately went on the 3) per cent. 
basis. In the case of the landlord selling 
direct the question of the three fourths 
‘did not arise, and the interval was 
'shorter than in the other case. Under 
Subsection (2) the Land Commission 
would be drawing rents for a certain 

period, out of which it would be easy to 
fake 34 per cent, so that, while the 
Treasury would not gain they were not 
exposed to loss, and the solvency of the 
|land purchase transaction would be 
strengthened. In the case of a direct 
sale the contingency of 34 per cent. 
not being available was very remote; 
but it had to be provided for, and, as 
the money was there, the Government 
held it was better that the landlord should 
have a certainty of 35 per cent. than be 
exposed to the chance of less than 34 per 
cent. Of course, in the long run, the land- 
lord was anticipating the aid grant, but in 
the opinion of the Government the 
interregnum in the case of a direct sale 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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would be shorter than in the case of a 
sale to the Land Commission. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said the speeches of the Chief Secretary 
and the Attorney-General were absolutely 
inconsistent. It was the distribution that 
caused the delay, and the landlord after 
he made his agreement could not draw | 
rent; and he would only be getting 
interest on his purchase money. The 
Chief Secretary had stated that the owner 
who had sold to his tenants direct could 
prolong the payment beyond the date of 
the agreement. He could not get rent 
beyond the date of the agreement, and 
after that date a whole year must elapse | 
in most cases. The consequence would 
be that they would have the sales blocked 
because under Section 8 the Land Com- 
mission could not hold more than 
£50,00,000 worth of property. 





Mr. DILLON asked if it was not a 
fact that when a landlord sold an estate 
and the agreement was arrived at, 
in the interval between that and the 
final completion of the transaction and 
the payment of the money the tenant had 
to pay 4 per cent, 


Mr. ATKINSON said that when a 
landlord came before the Land Commis- 
sion, and the Commission agreed, a vesting 
order was made immediately. The 
money was then put into Court and the 
Commission had their fund out of which 
they could get the money to pay 34 per 
cent. on the purchase money for twelve 
months. In the other case, when the 
agreement was made between the land- 
lord and the individual tenant, rent 
ceased at the date of the agreement. 


Mr. DILLON asked if it was not a 
fact at the present moment when they 
sold an estate in Ireland, that when the 
purchase agreement was signed the rent 
stopped, and then the tenant went on 


and continued to pay 4 per cent., 
on the purchase money. In that 
case the statement of the Attorney- 
General was not in accordance with the 
facts, because he stated that the moment 
the agreement to sell was signed all rents | 
stopped, and there was no fund except 
that which arose from the investment of | 
the purchase money. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said that when the 
vesting order was made tien the tenant’s 
payment of 4 per cent. ceased. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was rather 
difficult to explain how these things 
worked out. He was perfectly clear, 
however, that the general effect of con- 
tributing under Sub-section 3 would be 
to put a premium upon the direct sale 
of land. When the landlord sold directly 
to the Land Commission he got 34 per ° 
cent., but when he sold to his tenants he 
went on getting the rents for a longer 
period. They could not lay down a rule 
that it would take so long in one case 
and so long in another, but the genera! 
effect would be that 3} per cent. would 
be paid fora longer period in the case of a 
tenant of the Land Commission than in 
the case of the landlord. He was per- 
fectly satisfied that if he left out this sub- 
section hon. Members, after considering 
its ramifications, would wish to have it 
re-inserted. 


Mr. CLANCY said that he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman must admit 
that the landlord who sold direct to his 
tenants could not get rent after the date 
of theagreement for purchase. A whole 

ear elapsed in most cases, and during 
that time he would not be getting rent, 
but instalments of purchase money, 
which might be insufficient. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that, as a 
matter of fact, where the landlord sold 
direct to the tenant all the agreements 
for the whole estate were signed about 
the same time. In the case of a sale to 
the Land Commission a period of ne- 
gotiation came after the sale. Conse- 
quently, the 3} per cent. period was 
longer than the other. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
this clause simply referred to a case 
after a vesting order had been made or 
the money had been paid into the bank. 
When the money was paid into the 
bank it was invested at a lower rate of 
interest than 34 percent. It would be 
absolutely impossible to have any other 
result. In the one case the Land Com- 
mission received the rent, and therefore 


| they could afford to pay 34 per cent. ; 


9 


« 
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but in the other case they received the 
rent-charge, which was about the same 
thing. He thought it would be very 
shabby on the part of the Government 
to throw what he still considered an 
obstacle in the way of direct sales to 
tenants. 


Mr. BLAKE said that under this 
sub-section interest was to be paid at the 
rate of 3} per cent. He contended that 
this applied to both classes of cases and 
in each case 3} per cent. was possible. 
The section seemed to apply to both 


{COMMONS} 





classes of cases. In that case the deficit 
would have been paid out of the purchase 


money, and the transaction was going | 
to be a more profitable one. The net|}5, friend referred 
result would be that there would be | : 
more money to meet the intervening | 


period. It was rather a singular pro- 
vision which wascontem plated in this case 
while no deficit was contemplated in the 
other case. He thought this must mean 


Land Bill. 
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‘*In page 14, line 8, after the word ‘claim’ 
to insert the words ‘or in respect of any 
premium or any policy of insurance charged on 
the lands sold.’”—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk) expressed the hope that the 
Government would accept this Amend- 
ment. What was proposed was just 
and reasonable. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there was 
some difficulty in this matter. He 
knew the kind of case to which his 
It was the case 
where a tenant for life went to an 
insurance company and gave a mortgage 
on the land at 5 per cent. The tena: t 
for life insured his life at a certain 


| premium, and he charged this premium 
ee on 
a general provision for the payment of | 


the land in addition to the mortgage 
debt and the interest. It was more or 


interest at 35 per cent., but in case of | 
direct sales if there was a deficit it was 
to be borne by the purchase money. 


\less a contingent liability. While he 
|thought it was quite right that the 
| mortgage and the interest on it should 
be paid out of the proceeds of the sale, 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that in the case | he was very much afraid that a collateral 
of a sale to the Estates Commissioners | and contingent charge of this kind might 


- | 
In this case | 


there could be no deficit. very often crush out some pecuniary 
if they were to drop the sub-section | encumbrances. It was not by any means 
the only result would be that if there Clear how that had been charged. It 
was any deficit the landlord would bear | Was not an annual charge. It was only 
it. There was no proposal to spend | ultimately in the case of default by the 
money upon this, and certainly no money | insurer that the land was come down 
would be spent on direct sales to the| Upon. More consideration would be re- 
Land Commission. They certainly did | quired to see what particular method 
not propose to spend money on direct | Could be adopted whereby the placing of 
sales to the tenants. After all, the | this contingent liability, in addition to 
position of the Irish landlord was not | the mortgage and interest secured by it, 
so very bad that they would have|™ight not crush out a pecuniary 
nothing left of the purchase money. encumbrancer. 

He promised to consider the propriety | 
of doing something in the case of men | 


*Sir LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, W.) 
who were really bankrupt. 


instanced by way of illustration of the 
nature of the liability the case of an 
ordinary investor who instructed his 
solicitortoinvest £1,000 in land mortgage 
in Ireland on a lifeinterest. The invari- 
able practice in such cases was to receive 
a policy of insurance as collateral security, 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.) asked 
whether the bonus would be available 
in cases where bargains were made 
between landlords and tenants direct. 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 
say that it would. 


Question put, and agreed to. 





Mr. Herbert Robertson. 


and to make the premium on that policy 
a charge on the land of the mortgagor 
who had the life interest. These pre- 
miums were an integral part of the 
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mortgage. They were not contingent. 
They were simply part of the transaction. 
All that he claimed by the Amend- 
ment was that the mortgagee should have 
the full benefit of the mortgage of which 
the policy of insurance was only an 
incident. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he could not 
accept the Amendment at this s age, 
hut he would consider the matter. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL moved the proviso 

to Sub-section (6) of Clause 22, with 
the object of safeguarding the interests 
of parties concerned in cases of sale 
where disputes arose over the distri- 
bution of the purchase money. This 
sub-section was a most important one, 
because it laid down what was to be 
done with the purchase-money after an 
estate had been sold, the vesting order 
made, and the tenant put in posses- 
sion as the owner in fee. Of course 
the tenant was in no way interested in 
what was to be done with the purchase- 
money of the estate. He thought they 
might assume—and he said it with 
some regret—that a majority of the 
estates in Ireland which would be 
brought within the provisions of this 
Act were encumbered—some of them 
very heavily encumbered. He doubted 
whether there was a single owner of an 
estate with a clean bill of health, as it 
were, who would take advantage of the 
Act. The subsection dealt with an 
important part of the purchase-money 
in a perfunctory way. It said— 
_ “After the vesting order, or the payment 
into the Bank of Lreland, as the case may be, 
has been made, no proceedings shall be taken, 
without leave of the Land Commission, in 
respect of any claim against the purchase- 
money, or the income thereof.” 

In dealing with his Amendment he 
asked the Committee to keep in view 
the eighth sub-section, which went on 
to show how the purchase-money was 
to be dealt with. What he proposed 
was that the money in dispute should 
be paid into Court, that being neces- 
sary for the protection of the en- 
cumbrancers. When the money was in 
Court it could not be paid out until 
close investigation had taken place as to 
whether the whole or part was due to 
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the claimant, and also as to the relation 
in which he stood to the other en- 
cumbrancers, This was a matter they 
could not deal with by any rule of 
thumb. The proviso he proposed to 
add did not interfere with the general 
policy of the Act, or in any way retard 
the conversion of the tenant into the 
fee-simple proprietor. [It was all very 
well in theory, but when it came to 
practice that was a different thing. He 
gave the three Commissioners credit 
for being, if they liked, the greatest ad- 
ministrators that had ever sat on any 
tribunal, but there were only three of 
them, with only three brains, and three 
hearts to keep alive, and they could not 
go through all this business without con- 
siderable assistance. If an attempt was 
made to force these enormous duties 
upon them there would be innumerable 
mistakes, and great injustice would be 
done to the community. The time had 
gone by when technicalities caused delays 
in the Court of Chancery, and there was 
now no moro difficulty in getting money 
out of the Court of Chancery than out of 
any other Court. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 14, line 22, after the word ‘thereof’ 
to insert the words ‘ Provided that any person 
making any claim against the purchase money, 
or the income thereof, may apply to the 
Judicial Commissioner to have the said pur- 
chase money paid into the High Court to be 
distributed thereby ; and the Judicial Commis- 
sioner, if satisfied that the said claim is bond 


fide, and that a dispute exists as to the title 


to, or distribution of, or payment of the said 
purchase money, or any part thereof, or of the 
income thereof, shall make an order for the 
payment of the said purchase money, or any 
part thereof as to which a dispute exists, and 
the income thereof, into the High Court, to be 
distributed among and paid to the parties 
entitled thereto in the same manner as if it 
were the proceeds of the sale of lands ordered 
to be sold by the Chancery Division of the 

h Court under its ordinary jurisdiction.’ ”’— 


Hig 
( Mr. Hemphill.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said that there was an 
axiom that the multiplicity of suits ought 
to be obviated, but under such a clause 
as was proposed by his right hon. friend 
it would be possible to establish half a 
dozen Chancery suits, or more,[An Hon. 
MemBEeR: That is what he _ wants.] 
In addition to the general provision made 
for the distribution of the purchase money 


202 
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the 64th Clause provided that questions 
of law arising under the Land Purchase 
Acts might be taken to any Division or 
Judge of the High Court. All the rest 


thereof was a matter of administration. | 


It would be most unfortunate if the 
purchase money was to be consumed in 
Chancery costs. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 14, line 23, after the word ‘ estate,’ | 


to insert the words ‘ where the purchase money 
thereof is sufficient to discharge all claims 
affecting same, and.’ ”—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said he could not 
accept the Amendment. 


Question put, and negat ved. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 14, line 40, after the second word 
‘the, to insert the words ‘ Local Registration 
of Title Oftice.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 22, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 23. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘twelve months, and insert the words ‘two 
vears.’ "—(Mr. Sharpe.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘twelve months’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the period 
of twelve months had been chosen after 
great consideration ; it at once protected 
the landlord, and gave a stimulus to 
despatch. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 23 agreed to. 
Clause 24 agreed to. 


Clause 25. 
Mr. Atkinson. 
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Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) moved— 


“‘In Clause 25, page 16, lines 11 and 12, 
leave out ‘two and three-quarters,’ and insert 
‘three.’ ” 


So far as he could gather, there was no 
probability of raising this huge loan of 
£12,000,000 at 2? per cent., because at 
the present time Irish land stock stood, 
not at par, but at 92 for every 100. 
The most recent example of the Govern- 
ment issuing stock was the Transvaal 
Loan, but that was not issued at 2} 
per cent. but at 3 per cent. The Trans- 
vaal had enormous possibilities compared 
with Irish land; it had enormous 


| quantities of gold and diamonds, and 


he did not know that Irish land was as 
He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to give 
an explanation as to how this money 
was to be raised, and at what price it 
was estimated it could be raised. As 
he understood, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was going to raise something like 
£5,000,000 a year for the next two 
years. If they took the present price 
at 92,that meant a loss of £8 on every 
£100 to be raised, which meant a logs 
of £400,000 a year. But, as the right 
hon. Gentleman said the rate of purchase 
should be accelerated, the loss which 
would have to be made up by the British 
taxpayer would amount to not less than 
£800,000 a year. The whole financial 
Press, and the whole financial opinion of 
the country, was against the view that the 
£112,000,000 could be raised at 2? per 
cent. This £800,000 a year could not be 
covered by an equivalent grant of 
£185,000 a year, and really he did not 
see trom the point of view of an English- 
man why this equivalent grant should 


_be used. He apprehended that in the 


future they would have Irish Members 
asking for more money for educational 
purposes that were required so urgently 
in Ireland. His own impression was 
that the rate was put at a low level 
in order to artificially increase the price 


of land in Ireland. He asked the right 


‘hon. Gentleman to give some explana- 


tion as to how this money would be 
raised, and at what price it was estimated 
that it could be raised, because the whole 
financial Press and the whole financial 
opinion of this country was against the 
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view that the £112,000,000 could ‘be 
raised at 23 per cent. 


when he placed this loan in competition 
with other loans of a similar character. 
Surely the Transvaal loan gave as good 
security as this Irish loan, and that 
had to be raised at 3 per cent., so 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could not count upon raising the money 
on lower terms. What grounds had 
the Chief Secretary for supposing that 
in the future money could be raised on 
cheaper terms than at present? It 
might be cheaper, but it might, on the 
other hand, be dearer, especially if the 
present policy of the Government were 
pursued. Therefore without going into 
questions of detail he would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to give some 
information upon this most important 
point because it affected very consider- 
ably the security of the Treasury in 
guaranteeing this £112,000,000 at 27 
per cent. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 16, lines 11 and 12, to leave out the 
words ‘two and three-quarters,’ and insert the 
word ‘ three.’ ”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said _ the hon. 
Member had invited him to make a 
statement that would be more appro- 
priate on a First Reading than on a 
clause in Committee. He would refer 
the hon. Member to his speech in 
introducing the Bill when he made a 
careful justification of the financial 
foundations of the measure. 
difficult—even impossible—in Committee 
to develop once again the arguments 
he then laid before the House. He 
thought the hon. Member must realise 
on reflection that his colleagues and 
the Guardian of the Purse would not 
have assented to the financial provisions 
of this Bill except after long and anxious 
investigation. The hon. Member could 
take it from him that this was not a 
plan devised on the spur of the moment. 
In arriving at it recourse had been had 


to persons not connected with the 
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| Government, whose opinions on financial 
He further | 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman | 
would have a very considerable difficulty | 


questions were valuable and always on 
such occasions obtained. He had 
received from many sources—perhaps 
p-ople more competent to advise on 
financial matters than the hon. Gentle- 
man could pretend to be—prospects of 
the future that could be regarded with 
equanimity. The hon. Member seemed 
to think that the difference would fall 
perpetually on the Irish development 
grant. That was not so. Assuming 
the loan as floated at £95 or even £92, 
the interest on the difference was to be 
paid at the same rate as the repayment 
by the purchaser—viz., at sixty-eight and 
a half years. It would be found that the 
charge would not fall as a heavy 
burden on £185,000 a_ year. He 
apprehended no difficulty on that 
score. The hon. Member had challenged 
his estimate of the security of the whole 
transaction, and had asked them only to 
lend the money to Ireland at 3 per cent. 
He could not repeat what he had 
already said on the question of security. 
They had felt it their duty to Ireland, 
to this country, and to the Empire to 
lend the money at the lowest possible 
rate. Had the finances of the Empire 
justified it they would have been glad 
to lend the money at 24 per cent., and 
then the period of 1epayment would 
have been less. In view of the facts 
referred to, however, that had been 
found to be an impracticable policy. 
They had followed the most-favoured- 
nation policy in respect to Ireland by 
letting her have the money at 2} per 
cent., as it was their duty to do. He 
could not accept any Amendment which 
would shake the financial foundation of 
this Bill and bring it with a crash to 
the ground. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
purpose of the Government should 
always be to raise a loan at a natural 
interest and to issue it at par. 
They knew that last year a loan of 
£30,000,000 was issued at par, and 
3 per cent. was the rate of interest 
upon which it was found possible to 
raise the money. If 2} per cent. was the 
right price of issue, then the price of 
the Transvaal loan was wrong, and 
something ought to be done to reconcile 
the difference between the two loans. 
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He really could not allow these financial 
clauges to pass without reminding the 
Committee of the existence of the 
British taxpayer, and of the fact that 
the security for this loan was the security 
that he furnished, as any default would 
have to be made good out of the Con- 
solidated Fund, in which the British 
taxpayer was so greatly interested. It 
was an invidious thing to utter a dis 
cordant note when two sides of the 
House so seldom in agreement were 
ready to fall upon each other’s necks 
and embrace each other. If he were to 
describe the present condition of things 
from the fiscal point of view, he should 
picture up # remote and inaccessible 
eave in which a band of brigands was 
engaged in cutting the throat of the 
British taxpayer, and complaining that 
he did not bleed to death quickly enough. 
Far be it from him to disturb the 
harmony, but he felt it his duty to say 
again that in his opinion there was no 
adequate security furnished for these 
sums to be advanced by England. There 
was absolutely no limit to the amount 
of the loan. £100,000,000 and 
£150,000,000 had been suggested, and 
even £200,000,000 had been men- 
tioned that day on the opposite Benches. 
So far as he could see, so long as there 
was land to be sold in Ireland for more 
than it was worth, and there were 
tenants to buy for less than it was 
worth, so long would the British tax- 
payer have to furnish extra millions. 
He would pot go into the reasons for 
thinking that the security was in- 
adequate. In his opinion the whole 
finance of the Bill was most dis- 
appointing. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had told them that he had taken 
the advice of financial experts, but if 
that had been done surely he would 
have been advised to follow the 
course taken by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and deal with the matter not 
on sentimental or political, but solely on 
fiscal grounds. If he had done that this 
stock would have been issued at 3 per 
cent. He did not want to stop the 
passage of the Bill, but although he stood 
alone he felt he must make a protest 
on behalf of the British taxpayer against 
the facility, and even the wantonness, 
with which the Chief Secretary had 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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persuaded his colleagues to pledge the 
credit of the British taxpayer to an 
enormous and incalculable extent. If 
this stood alone it would be bad enough, 
but these sums were to be put on our 
shoulders at a time when other vast 
sums were also being placed there. He 
confessed that he was very far from 
envying the position in which a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer some three or 
tour years hence would find himself. 
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Mr. DILLON said that this was a 
most important clause, and he desired 
to say all he had to say upon the 
clause, on this particular Amendment, 
because he went very strongly in the 
opposite direction to the Amendment. 
He would point out that in this Bill, for 
the first time in the history of Irish 
land purchase, the financial scheme 
proposed to issue the stock at a higher 
rate of interest than the rate of 
interest on Consols. Many !ish Land 
Acts had been passed, commencing 
with the Ashbourne Acts, and in every 
single instance the land stock, whether 
paid to the landlord direct as by the Act 
of 1891 or the Act of 1888, the stock had 
always been issued at the same rate of 
interest as Consols. But that was not 
all. This stock was to be irredeemable 
for thirty years. He objected very 
strongly to that and urged that it should 
be issued at 24 per cent. 


*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE: 


And at the same price as Consols. 


Mr. DILLON said it was not for him 
to say. His desire was to point out what 
a serious effect this would have on the 
people of Ireland. On such a large 
transaction 4 per cent. was a very Im- 
portant matter. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment spoke of thie 
present state of the money market and 
peinted out that Consols were much 
below par, but hon. Gentlemen must 
remember that within the last seven 
years the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, owing to the rise in the price of 
Consols, declared the price to which 
they had risen to be a public danger. 
Consols, it was true, were below par now, 





but he saw no reason why, if there were 
no fresh war, they should not rise above 
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par in the course of the next five or six 
years. In that case this 2} per cent. 
stock, which was not rede. mable for 
thirty years, might rise to 115 or even 
120, and the effect on the Irish tenant 
would be unfortunate, for his redemption 
period would be considerably lengthened, 
and he would be obliged to pay a great 
deal more money. When Consols rose 
to 114 five years ago they were told by 
the then Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the whole of the debt would be paid 
off in twenty-five years, and if the Sinking 
Fund were to rise to the figure 
mentioned by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in his Budget speech 
Consols would undoubtedly go up. 
This stock ought to be issued at 2} per 
cent. The result no doubt would 
be that for the first two or three 
years a heavy loss would have to be 
made up by a comparatively smal 
charge on the savings from Irish ex- 
penditure, and on the Irish equivalent 
grant. And if at the end of three 
or four years it was found the stock 
was not rising, and there was no pros: 
pect of it standing at par, then it would 
be competent for the Government by a 
one-clause Bill to alter the stock and 
turn it into 2} per cent. If they began 
with a 2} per cent. stock they could not 
turn back. Then, again, by making the 
interest on the annuity 3} per cent. 
instead of 34 per cent. the Government 
were taking another vicious departure 
from a financial point of view, for they 
were cutting down the Sinking Fund to 
a point unsafe both for the tenants and 
the Treasury. The principle on which 
the decadal system was founded was 
the proper principle to adopt. That 
system was a great advantage both to 
the tenants and to the Treasury. Then 
further reductions were given at the 
end of the second andthird terms of ten 
years, and by that system great relief 
was afforded to the tenants, while it was 
also a great system of insurance for the 
taxpayer. As far as human foresight 
could do it, that system provided against 
all future contingencies or depression in 
agriculture, and the whole matter was 
placed on a secure basis. By fixing the 
interest now at 2} per cent. and the 
annuity at 3} per cent., the Government 
proposed to cut down the Sinking Fund 
from £1 5s. to 10s., with the result that 
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it would be absolutely impossible to give 
any decadal system of reductions worth 
considering. He spoke in this matter 
for himself; but he had a strong view 
as to the desirability of making this 
a sound system of finance. In 1877, if 
any one had proposed to settle the land 
question by the perpetuation of the then 
existing rents, the proposal would have 
been accepted readily ; and the result 
would have been national bankruptcy. 
Who could say with confidence that a 
reduction of 20 per cent. on the present 
judicial rents would be sufficient to carry 
over the events of the next sixty-eight 
years? The system of decadal reductions 
was one of the greatest improvements 
introduced into the system of land 
purchase, and he deeply regretted that 
the Government had made this de- 
parture from that plan. He was 
strongly opposed to the finance of 
this Bill as unjust to the tenants, and, 
having regard to the vicissitudes of 
agriculture, as less safe than the system 
which had worked so admirably in the 
past. He would have wished to see the 
stock issued at 2} per cent. for the 
first few years at any rate, whatever 
the price it would fetch, and the 
annuity fixed at 34 per cent. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that 
the Chief Secretary had exercised a 
very wise discretion in fixing the rate 
of interest on this new stock at 2} 
per cent. This stock was to be issued 
gradually, and its amount was an un- 
known quantity. That fact in itself 
would opera'e against any undue rise 
in the value of the stock. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had heard 
with intense gratification the encomiums 
the hon. Member for East Mayo had 
poured upon the Land Act of 1896. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that as he had 
received no support except from the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn he should 
not press his Amendment to a division. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 25 agreed to. 
Clauses 26 to 39 agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 21, line 4, to leave out Sub- 
sections (1) to (6), inclusive, and insert the 
words ‘(1) Every advance shall be repaid by 
means of a purchase annuity, cobeuianea at the 
rate of three pounds five shillings for every 
hundred pounds of the advance, and so in 
— for any less sum.’”—(Mr. 'Wynd- 

m.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


And, it being half-past seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 40. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) protested 
against the abolition of the rent-charge. 
It was a large, democratic proposal for 
a Unionist Government to submit, and 
he complained that there had been no 
opportunity to discuss it. 


Clause 40 agreed to, 
Clause 41. 


Mr. DILLON asked for some assur- 
ance that from time to time the Treasury 
regulations under this clause and similar 
clauses would be communicated to Parlia- 
ment, in order that it might be seen that 
the tenants were receiving fair-play. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought that the 
suggestion was a proper one, and he 
would act upon it. 


Mr. TULLY suggested that some 
provision should be made whereby the 
tenant who had saved money, say in a 
good harvest year, might be enabled to 
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send it through the Post Office in order 
to reduce the amount of his indebtedness 
to the Land Commission. 


would 


Mr. WYNDHAM said _he 
consider that suggestion also. 


Mr. HEALY pointed out that if 
a tenant had an exceptionally good 
harvest it was quite possible that he 
might like to pay 24 yearly payments 
at once. 


Clause 41 agreed to. 


Clause 42. 


*Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) 
said he was afraid the voice of the British 
taxpayer was “the voice of one crying 
in the wilderness,” but he could not 
allow a clause which proposed to raid 
the Treasury to the extent of 
£12,000,000 to pass without a protest 
from an English representative. He 
had no objection to the landowners vi 
Ireland being fairly, even generously, 
treated in the matter of the purchase 
money ; but the purchase price to be 
offered by the tenants for the estates 
was treating them very generously. 
They were proposing that the landowners 
should get a price amounting to from 
twenty-five to thirty years purchase of 
the rental, which was far in excess of 
the general price which had been paid 
to them in the past. Therefore no one 
could suggest that the taxpayer was not 
treating Irish landowners generously, 
quite a; art from this £12,000,000. In his 
judgment this payment was entirely un- 
necessary. It was said that it was to be 
given as a bribe to induce the Irish 
landowners to sell, but he saw no reason 
why the Bill should not have been made 
a compulsory measure. If that had 
been done there would be no necessity 
for this bribe. Why should this not be 
a compulsory Act? They had reached in 
this country the point that where they 
considered the purchase of any property 
was to the public interest, private in- 
terests must be over-ridden. That had 
been done in the case of the London 
Water Board, to which the water com- 
panies were compelled to sell their pro- 
perty at a fair price because it was con- 
sidered to be in the public interest, and 
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in the Act which governed that matter 
a clause specifically stated that no com- 


sale. The same thing is happening in 


the case of the London docks, and the | 


case perhaps was a better analogy 
to this case because there the dock 
companies had to part with real estate. 
He failed to see why special compen- 
sation should be given to Irish land- 
owners when, in the public interest, it 
was withheld from the owners of the 
metropolitan water companies and of 
the London docks. He regarded this as 
the greatest blot on the Bill, and said it 
could only be defended on the ground 
that it was necessary to secure the assent 
of the House of Lords to the passing of 
the measure. He looked upon this com- 
pensation as a bribe to satisfy the House 
of Lords, who always looked after the 
interests of their friends, and he hoped 
the British people would recognise that 
this was not the first occasion on which 
they had had to pay a considerable price 
for such an anachronism in the twentieth 
century asthat Assembly. He protested 
against this grant of £12,000,000, which 


in his opinion was absolutely unneces- , 
He therefore begged to move. | 


sary. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In pag 
section (1).”—(Mr. Ashton.) 
Question proposed, “That Sub-section 1 
stand part of the clause.” 


page 22, line 9, to leave out Sub- 


*Mr. CHAN NING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said those who felt strongly on the 
principle underlying this transaction, 
and at the same time felt warm sym- 
pathy with the wishes of the Irish people 
to obtain a settlement on this land 
question, thought it only right to enter 
their protest against what they eon- 
sidered to be a wrong application of 
public money. A large share of this 
burden would fall on the Irish taxpayer. 
It would fall far more heavily “-n him 
than on the English taxpayer. He had 
voted two years ago with the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone for compul- 
sory land purchase and sule at a fair 
price. But it seemed to him to be 
absolutely unsound where they were 
proceeding on a voluntary basis as in 
the present Bill, with all the credit of 


the United Kingdom behind it, that. 
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'this enormous bribe should be given in 
addition to stimulate artificially these 
pensation should be given for compulsory. 


transactions. He had spoken on the 
Second Reading strongly against the 
pressing of purchase on terms econ- 
omically impossible for the Irish tenants 
in view of the profitable working oi 
their holdings in the future. He had 
protested then against the extra burden 
thus placed on Irish agriculture, and 
though the evil had been lessened by the 
wide and generous concession of the right 
hon. Gentleman as to bargaining outside 
the zones, the protest still held good. 
Now he had to protest against this 
bonus also. It was obvious the bonus 
would have the effect not only of 
inducing the landlords to sell, but also 
ot inducing the tenants to buy at a 
far higher price than they would 
otherwise do. The amount of the rents 
estimated by the right hon. Gentleman in 
first introducing the Bill was £4,000,000, 
which, capitalised at the average years 
purchase contemplated in the Bill, 
meant at least a sum of £100,000,000 
to be advanced by the taxpayers of the 
United Kingdom. But at the average 
price under the Ashbourne Acts, eighteen 
years purchase, £72,000,000, was the 
actiial market value of the land. With 


the bonus of £12,000,000 provided by 
| this clause, and 


the excess sum of 
£28,000,000 given by the terms of the 


' Bill in excess of the true market value, 


theGovernment were giving £40,000,000 
in exces; of what would have been given 
to the landlords if they had to part with 
their land under compulsory sale at a 
fair price. That sum of £40,000,000 
represented an addition of about 60 per 
cent. to the value of the land instead of 
the usual 10 per cent. fer compulsory 
expropriation. They were actually 
giving about six times the amount of 
compensation which would be given to 
an English landlord who was expro- 
priated in the public interest. Of that 
£40,000,000, £28,000,000 would be paid 
entirely by the tenants of Ireland, and 
this £12,000,000 fell with wholly dis- 
proportionate weight on Ireland. Of 
the £390,000 in any one year, £250,000 
was to be found by economies in Irish 
administration, and much of this meant 
a loss to Ireland. It seemed to him that 
the immense advantages which the 
landlords of Ireland got out of this Bill 
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were such that they could very) by a majority of over 400, in which all 
well do without this £12,000,000.| parties were included, had declared its 


Even if the total price could now be 
bargained down a little towards the 
Ashbourne level, it was unjust, and more 
unjust even to Ireland than to England, 
to add five to eight years purchase by 
means of this bonus. Most of, these 
estates—those not included in the con- 
gested districts—had their “slum” corners 
—areas in which there was noeconomic rent 
whatever, and the whole value had been 
created by the tenants themselves. Yet 
we were buying out such districts as 
if they were English managed estates, 
and at enormously enhanced values. 
He had always supported land legislation | 
for Ireland in which the principles to | 
which he attached great importance | 
were not violated, but they were now 
being asked in a thoroughly unsound | 


scheme to guarantee to a certain class | 


of Irish landlords, who, in nine cases out | 
of ten, had contributed nothing to the | 
land,a sum three, four, and five times |! 
more than they would get in this country | 
if they were compulsorily expropriated | 
from estates where they had made all the | 
improvements, and very nearly half as | 
much again as they would have got in| 
their own country under a fair assess- | 
ment of the value of their land. They | 
all knew perfectly well that such pro- | 


posals would never have been made or | 





readiness to support this voluntary 
scheme of land purchase, and an integral 
principle of that scheme was that a 
bonus of £12,000,000 must be supplied 
by the gencral taxpayer to meet the 
drop in the incomes of the landlords 
which was inevitable under any system 
of land purchase in Ireland. That was 
the great difficulty. The plan of the 
Government had received the general 
assent of the House. It was supported 
on the Second Reading by the Leader of 
the Opposition, although the right hon. 
Gentleman expressed at a later stage in 
the proceedings some doubt as to 
whether the first Clause would receive 
the unanimous support which the Billas 
a whole commanded. He thought he 
might claim that that had not happened. 
As he could claim that the Government 
had the general support of the House in 
its policy, he did not think he would be 
justified in replying at any greater length 
to the supporters of the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON thought it was due to 
the Liberal Party that their considerate 
attitude towards the Bill should be ac 
knowledged on behalf of the Nationalist 
Party. He was aware that many Liberals 
entertained the very strongest objections 





to some of the provisions of the Bill; 
| yet their action with regard to it had 
ence in another place, and were thus | been marked by great self-restraint, and 
able to dictate the terms on which any | reat ee — how ey _ He 
Bill should pass. He wished to protest | nad © suatning eympethy tar the views 
in the name of Ireland quite as much as | 


| put forward by the supporters of the 
on behalf of the British taxpayer ag | Amendment. He agreed that the land- 
this proposal. 


supported but*for the fact that the Irish 
landlords exercised a controlling influ- 


ainst | lords were getting too much under the 
the Bill. But there was no prospect of 
| ending the land trouble in Ireland in any 
Mr. WYNDHAM said that if he were | Other way than by offering this induce- 
to attempt to make a comprehensive| ment to the landlords to sell. Would 
raply to the hon. Member’s remarks, he | they be worthy of the praise or support 
should be driven to repeat almost all he Of any intelligent man if they rejected 
ssid upon the Second Reading of this | the offer made by a powerful Government 
Bill. The hon. Member said on previous | ‘° devote £250,000 to inducing Irish 
oceasions he had voted fur a compulsory | landlords to meet the tenants and put an 
scheme. He would not take up the time | end to this land war instead of continu- 
of the Committee urging what he had | 8 spend that money upon police 
often urged, namely, the extreme diffi- | 274 prosecutions necessary to carry on 
culty, if not the impossibility, of finding | the war. 


Was it not a great deal better 
a practical plan of compulsion. He | to devote this money to such a purpose, 
would not now be led away intoarguing | even if the landlords did get too much, 
that point. The real point was that the| rather than carry on this land war for 
House, on the Second Reading of the Bill,: another twenty or thirty years? In 


Mr. Channing. 











I i 








1101 Trish 


conclusion he again desired to take this 
opportunity of acknowledging the gener- 
ous attitude of the Liberal Party towards 
this measure. 


Mr. TULLY said he had always _ re- 
garded the Bill as a landlord relief 
Bill. The landlords were getting en- 
tirely too much under it. He would 
give some figures which had _ been 
prepared by one of the best intellects 
in Ireland. The Chief Secretary’s 
estimate of the rental of the Irish land- 
lords was £4,000,000. From that they 
had to deduct cost of collection, estimated 
at 125 per cent., which amounted to 
£500,000; and interest on mortgages 
upon hish land at 44 per cent., amount- 
ing to £1,800,000, which represented the 
interest on £40,000,000. That left a 
net income to the Irish landlords of 
£1,700,000. He could assure hon. Mem- 
bers that he had got his statistics from 
the best authority in Ireland. From 
these figures it was clear that the Irish 
landlords were getting £220,000 in 
excess of the price they had themselves 
been asking for their land, and there- 
fore he desired to express his protest 
against this Clause. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 
pointed out that the Bill was voluntary, 
and a sale could only take place by an 
agreement between landlord and tenant. 
If the course suggested by his hon. friend 
were adopted and the bonus disappeared 
it would put an end to the Bill at 
once. 


Mr. TULLY said he did not suggest 
that. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said that 
was the inference from the hon. Member’s 
criticism. The whole thing would drop at 
once if they dropped the bonus. If the 
Bill passed without the bonus what would 
the result be? There would either be 
no sale of the land or else the tenant 
would have to pay more. They ought 
to do everything they could to render 
the position of the tenant as easy as 
possible, and the State came to his rescue 
in the matter with this bonus The 
tenant’s position must be considered, 
because he had the hardest road to travel. 
The tenant after he had purchased had 
to pay for the land, and it should not 
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be forgotten that he had to face the 
competition of farmers in America, who 
ot the land for nothing. The hon. 
Member for South Leitrim had expressed 
himself unfavourably to the granting of 
this £12,000,000. 


Mr. TULLY: No, no. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN repeated his 
contention that if this bonus disappeared 
from the Bill the measure would have no 
effect in Ireland, because the landlords 
would refuse to sell. Coming from one 
of the poorest parts of Ireland he had 
no hesitation in supporting this grant 
of £12,000,000 to the landlords, because 
it was absolutely necessary in order to 
bring about a settlement of the land 
question in Ireland. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the next 
Amendment standing in his name on 
the Paper was simply a drafting Amend- 
ment, the object of which was to make 
it quite clear that the guarantee fund 
would not be responsible for any part of 
the bonus. 


Amendment proposed. 


“In page 22, after line 21, to insert— 
‘(3) The provisions of this Act with reference 
to the repayment of advances by the Land 
Commission to the National Debt Com- 
missioners shall not apply to advances under 
this section.’ ”—(Mr. I; yndham. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 42, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 43. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said he desired to 
move the Amendment on the Paper 
standing in the name of his hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for South 
Glamorganshire. He strongly held thut 
the bonus should be treated as an 
accretion to the purchase-money. It 
would be a perfectly legitimate transac- 
tion for the State to contribute some of 
the purchase-money for the purpose of 
bridging over the gap between the price 
at which the tenant might fairly be 
expected to buy and the price at which 
the landlord might fairly be expected 
to sell. But there were the gravest. 
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objections to treating this bonus as a|he had suggested. It would be only 
bribe and paying it over to the vendor | fair to let the bonus go into the pur- 


whether the land was settled or not. | 


In cases where the seller was the ab- 


of the estates which would come under 
the operation of this Bill the vendor 
only held a very limited interest, either 
as tenant for life, or in some other 
capacity. Ifa vendor obtained a bribe 
for selling property in which he was 
only partially interested, that bribe 
ought to go into the purchase-money 
for the benefit of the other persons 
interested in the property. There was 
not a man in the House who would say 
that was not the view of the case that 
any Court of law would take. He could 
not see the difference between a bribe 
given by an ordinary purchaser and a 
bribe given by the State. The State 
ought to insist upon the bonus going 
into the purchasemoney. As the Bill 
stood, the whole of this bribe would go 
to the vendor, and a landlord who had 
mortgaged his life interest and whose 
interest in the property was small, could, 
provided that he kept within the zones, 
make a bargain, not the best bargain, 
to sell and carry off the bonus. That 
was unfair having regard to the interests 
of other persons. If the man was selling 
his own property no one cared what 


bribe was given to him, but in the case | 


he was putting the man was not selling 
his own preperty. He was selling in 
the position of a trustee for other people. 
His interest was to sell at almost any 
price in order that he might pocket the 
bonus. That was not a fair position in 
which to put the tenant for life. The 
Chief Secretary in the course of the 
debates had intimated that there were 
certain cases where it would not be 
proper to give the verdor the bonus. 
Perhaps his right hon. friend had in 
view cases of bankruptcy. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had said that 
in the case of a tenant for life who had 
a very small interest in the property it 
would not be right to give him the 
bonus. He was glad those cases would 
be excepted from the operation of the 
bonus clause as it stood. He did 


not think it would be possible to) 


frame a_ clause which would be 


chase money. He knew of only one 


argument which was put forward as a 
solute owner of the land it made no) 
difference whatever, but in the majority | 


justification for this extraordinary 
novelty, and that was that the bonus 
would be an inducement to a tenant for 
life to sell. He did not believe that was 
a sound argument. If there were a case 
in which a tenant for life was unwilling 
to sell, unless he was allowed to pocket 
the bonus, he did not hesitate to say 
that it was better he should not «sell, 
rather than this vicious principle should 
be admitted. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 22, line 22, to leave out Sub-section 
(1), and insert the words (1) In the case of 
every estate sold the Land Commission shall, 
by means of advances to be made to them by 
the National Debt Commissioners out of the 
said fund, receive a sum equal to a percentage 
on the purchase-money of such estate according 
to the scale set forth in the First Schedule to 
this Act, and shall apply such sum as follows— 
namely, they shall in the first place pay there- 
out the expenses properly incurred by the owner 
incidental to the redemption of superior and 
intervening interests, the investigation of titles, 
the distribution of the purchase-money, and 
other like matters, and shal! pay and apply the 
balance by way of addition and accretion to the 
purchase money.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “That Sub-section 
(1) stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that some 
minutes ago he was pained, though not sur- 
prised, tohear some hon. Membersopposite 
describe the bonus as a bribe. He did 
not know whether he was more pained 
or surprised at the opening sentences of 
his hon. and learned friend. He drew a 
picture of a private transaction in which 
a secret commission was offered to a man 
to induce him to sell his property to the _ 
detriment of his creditors; but private 
transactions had nothing to do with a 
large measure of public policy, brought 
in with every circumstance of publicity, 
and accepted by all parties in the House 
of Commons. That was not a secret ora 
discreditable transaction. 


Mr. BUTCHER: I never referred to 
it as being secret. I objected to the 
bribe. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said his hon. and 
learned friend, as an Irishman sitting for 


sufficient to avoid such injustices as| an English constituency and wishing to 


Mr. Butcher. 


| 
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see voluntary purchase succeed in Ireland, 
had supported the Bill as one who had 
the grievances of the landlords at heart. 
To-night he came forward and urged the 
claims of the remainder-men. He could 
only repeat what he had said before. 
What was the position of the remainder- 
man in the remote future if land purchase 
was made impossible in Ireland? If the 
Government were justified in their policy, 
which had received so much support, 
they were also justified in saying that the 
winding up of the present impossible and, 
he would say, intolerable position in land 
tenure in Ireland was a big public object. 
Take the case of a landlord who had but 
a small margin to live upon. If he failed 
to hang on he surrendered ; and the encum- 
hrancer, who probably lived in England, 
suddenly found himself the landlord of 
an impoverished [rish estate. The Gov- 
ernment wished to save him from that 
unexpected windfall. But he did not 
think it was impossible to arrive at a 
general agreement on this. It was quite 
impossible to accept the Amendment, but | 
he thought hon. Members opposite would 
see from the cogency with which this | 
point of view was put forward that it | 
was proper to make a concession in 
respect of the man who was deriving no 
profit from his estate. He thought “that | 
it would be only fair, though he should 
resist all attempts to put the bonus into 


the purchase-money as a general rule, | 


that when an estate was so encumbered 
that the owner was not entitled to receive 
any part of the rents and profits the 
bonus should be added to the purchase- 
money. He was prepared before Report 
to consider an Amendment to that effect. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND moved an 
Amendment providing that, for the 
purposes of alding the sale of estates 
under this Act and “preventing im- 
provident purchases by tenants,” the 
Land Commission may pay to the 
vendor a percentage according to the 
scale in the first schedule. He said that 
by the last Amendment the hon. and 
learned Member for York, who had 
been regarded as representing the 
landlords, proposed to deal with the 
bonus in such a way as practically to 
prevent the landlords from deriving any 
benefit from it at all. The Amendment 
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|; which he was now proposing would have 
exactly the opposite effect. This Amend- 
ment had been laid down by the National 
Convention in Dublin. The Committee 
would remember that the Land Confer- 
ence based its Report upon the idea that 
the whole of the gap between what the 
tenant could afford to give and what 
the landlord could afford to take should 
be provided by the State, and their idea 
was that £20,000,000 would be required 
for that purpose. He regretted that 
amount was not forthcoming. He gave 
notice of an Amendment to the effect 
that the State should give £20,000,000 
instead of £12,000,000, but he did not 
move it because he felt that it would be 
impossible to get it accepted. It was 
clearly the interest of the landlords and 
the tenants to preserve the whole of 
this £12,000,000 bonus to the landlords, 
| and from the tenants’ point of view his 
| idea was that the more the bonus was the 
| less the tenants would be called upon to 

pay, and that in their bargains with the 

landlords they would take into account the 
‘number of years the landlords would 
'receive in the shape of bonus. If there 
| was a large inroad in the bonus for the 
| cost of proving titles, or for other matters, 
| by so much would the tenant be injured 
|in making his bargain. Therefore he 
| desired that the w hole of the £12,000,000 
|should go intact to the landlord. He 








| begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, line 23, to leave out from the 
word ‘and,’ to the first word ‘the,’ in line 
26, and insert the words ‘ preventing im- 
provident purchases by tenants.’ ” —(Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” . 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the opinion 
of the hon. Member was that the expenses 
referred to in the words he wished to 
omit should fall on the State. There 
was no provision to that effect in the 
Bill, and the Government were not pre- 
pared to insert any to that effect. The 
financial arrangements of the Bill were 
arrived at after very careful consideration, 
and they did not go as far as the hon. 
Member and his colleagues in the Land 
Conference desired. But the Government 
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had tried to carry out the spirit of the Re- | did think it would be better if they could 


rt as far as they could with the 
Facilities at their disposal. The facilities 
which had been suggested were not at 
their disposal, so that the effect of 
omitting the words would not be to throw 
the charges on the public funds but to 
omit an indication of some of the reasons 
which lead the Government to think that 
a bonus should properly be given. The 
bonus was not a bribe but a contribution 
absolutely necessary on many grounds, 
among others because these transactions 
were costly and did deter many landlords 
from selling their estates. The hon. 
Member wished to insert other words 
which would also be an expression of 
opinion. He did not maintain that the 
words which the hon. Member proposed 
to omit were more than an indication 
of some of the reasons for giving an aid 
grant or bonus; and he thought the 
simple course would be to leave out the 
words altogether and put nothing in sub- 
stitution. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was very 
glad that the hon. Member for Water- 
ford had felt able to move an Amend- 
ment of this kind. The basis of the 
Land Conference Report was that the 
landlords should get their net in- 
come. He should like, before committing 
himself to this proposition, to know what 
would be an improvident purchase by the 
tenant. “Improvident” must qualify 
something, and he should like some sort 
of definition from the hon. Member as to 
what would be an improvident manner 
for a tenant to become the owner of his 
holding. Did it mean that he was to 
give the landlord twenty-five or twenty- 
eight years purchase? He did not wish 
to vote for this Amendment in the dark. 
He wished to be told by the hon. Member 
what he thought would be an improvident 
acquisition of a tenant’s holding. All 
through he had endeavoured to give as 
much support as he could to the general 
principles of the measure. They were 
now told that there was a rash method of 
land purchase, and that there might be 
eases in which purchase would be the 
height of folly. What were these cases ! 


Was it sixteen, seventeen, eighteen, nine- | 


teen, twenty, or twenty-five years pur- 
chase? Who was to be the judge of 
improvidence ? 
landlord, or the Land Commission ? 
Mr. Wyndham 


He 
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have a frank understanding in regard to 


this matter. This was not a frank 


If there was an improvi- 


hon. Member for Waterford ought to put 
down an Amendment in that sense. He 
ought to tell the tenants what price they 
should give, and what price they should 
refuse topay. He regarded this Amend- 
ment as one of the sham Amendments 
that had been proposed to this Bill to 
cover up the tracks of the Land Confer- 
ence Report. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman ought 
to leave out these words. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said there was no 
great objection to keeping them in; they 
were in the nature of a preamble, and 
they had no legal effect on anybody. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said it was 
better than nothing. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that the 
words which it was proposed to leave out 
stated that the fund was not a dole or a 
bribe, but was for the purpose of ‘* mak- 
ing contributions towards the expenses 
incidental to the redemption of superior 
and intervening interests, the investiga- 
tion of titles, the distribution of purchase 
money, and other like matters.” Why, 
he asked, should the words be omitted 
which showed what the money was to be 
used for 4 


Mr. TULLY said that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford had brought over 
this Amendment and Mr. Cherry to 
coach him ; in fact he was cherry ripe. 
The hon. Member for Waterford ought 
to give some better explanation than he 
had done of this point. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said he hoped if the 
Chief Secretary was going to keep any 
part, he would keep the particular 
words which showed what this payment 
was for. If these words were simply 
taken out he would feel bound to call 


| this a bribe of the most naked, barefaced, 
Was it the tenant, the | 


and shameless description; but if the 
words were kept in they showed that an 
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inducement was given, and that that 
inducement was justified to a certain 
extent. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Does the hon. and 
learned Member wish to leave the words 
out % 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think so. 
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*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that the 
words in the Bill specified for what pur- 
pose this money was to be applied. If they 
were of no earthly use why were they 
put into the Bill? His complaint was 
that these words being in the Bill his 
right hon. friend, without discussion, 
calmly got up and proposed to chuck 
them overboard. In that the right 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. and 
learned Member for York takes strong | 
objection to that course. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: He objects | 
to the bonus altogether. 


Mr. DILLON said he thought the | 
words ought to be left out. As to the, 
hon. Member for York, he knew what 
that Gentleman’s position was — he 
objected to the bonus altogether. 


*Mr. BUTCHER : I do nothing of the 
sort. I am entirely in favour of the 
bonus, but it should be added to the pur- 
chase money. 


Mr. DILLON said that he and his 
friends entertained strongly the opinion 
that the bonus should be dealt with as 
the Bill provided) He always under- 
stood that the justification for the 
bonus was that it would facilitate land 
purchase. He really was not very much 
alarmed at the threat of the hon. 
Member for York. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said his argument 
was that he objected to the words being 
cut out, because in that event the costs 
of sale would fall entirely on the pur- 
chase-money, which, he thought, was 
wrong. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that these 


words could not have any effect one | 


way or the other. They were, as he 
had already stated, in the nature of a 
preamble. As his hon. and learned 
friend the Member for Waterford made 
agreat point of this, he should like to 


hon. Gentleman was premature. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that so far he 
was guilty of haste. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND moved— 


‘*Clause 43, page 22, line 29, leave out from 
‘estate, to end of line 30, and insert ‘agreed 
to be sold within five years after the com- 
mencement of this Act a bonus of fifteen per 
centum of the amount of the purchase-money 

| of said estate, such bonus to be paid upon the 
completion of the sale.’ ” 


This Amendment, he said, had been 
adopted by the National Convention. 
It was in two parts—the first dealt with 
the allocation of the bonus, and the 
second with the proposed limit of time. 
As to the distribution of the bonus, tle 
scheme of the Bill had been by universal 
consent given up. The proposal in the 
Bill was that the bonus should be dis- 
tributed in an inverse ratio to the 
purchase-money; but the general 
opinion was that the bonus ought to be 
distributed by a fixed amount all round, 
and that had received the sanction not 
only of the National Convention but of 
the Land Conference and the Confer- 
-ence of tke Landlords. His proposal 
was that a bonus of 15 per cent. of the 
amount of the purchase-money should 
be paid all round upon the completion 
|of the sale. His second proposal was 
\that the benefits of the bonus should 
/only be obtained by landlords who 
| agreed to sell within five years after the 
passing of the Act. 


ive effect to his wishes and those of | 


is supporters; but he would remind 


hon. Members that it was impossible for | 


a Minister in charge of a Bill to accept 


a proposal at one moment and refuse | 


it the next moment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, line 29, to leave out from the 
word ‘estate,’ to end of line 30, and insert 
| the words ‘agreed to be sold within five years 
| after the commencement of this Act a bonus 
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of fifteen per centum of the amount of the 
pent money of said estate, such bonus to 
ve paid upon the completion of the sale.’ ”’— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was unable 
to accept the Amendment. The more 
convenient opportunity to discuss the 
distribution of the bonus would be on 
the Schedule. He did not intend to 
adhere to the distribution set out in the 
first Schedule. The limit of five years 
was not the policy of the Government, 
and he believed that it would lead to 
precipitate action, and embarrass the 
financial operation of the Bill. 


Mr. DILLON said he wished to 
impress on the Chief Secretary that a 
percentage involved a vicious principle, 
and would form a dangerous precedent. 
He would urge the right hon. Gentleman 
to take into consideration the principle 
of a fixed number of years’ purchase. As 
the Bill stood, the more the landlord got 
for his land from the tenant the more he 
would get from the State. That was 
most irrational. He was sorry the right 
hon. Gentleman had taken up a stand on 
the time limit, because he thought the 
time limit was essential. The Land Con- 
ference were unanimous on the point, and 
the Landlords’ Conference accepted it. 
The almost universal acceptance in 
Ireland of the voluntary principle of the 
Bill was based solely on the express 
understanding and assurance that there 
was to be a time limit; and all those 
who were really anxious to see this con- 
troversy brought to a conclusion by 
voluntary arrangement should accept 
the time limit. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the 
Government were not rigidly wedded to 
the first Schedule as it now stood, and 
he thought, as he could not accept the 
Amendment, it would be convenient to 
adjourn any debate on the distribution 
of the bonus until they got to the 
Schedule. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that it was 
very important that time should be given 
to the landlord to make application. The 
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Schedule was one thing, but it was upon 
this clause that they had to determine 
the time limit. He could conceive of 
nothing which was more calculated to 
bring about peace in the country than 
that the tenants of Ireland should know 
that a large number of the landlords had 
made application to sell. That could not 
be done by the Schedule, and he believed 
that it would pacify large districts. He 
thought that there should be a prescribed 
period, and that the Government should 
use some such phrase as was in the 
Act of 1881—that the landlords should 
make their application on or before the 
appointed day, so that there should be 
something hanging over their heads so as 
| to induce them to quicken the pace and 
| come in at the earliest possible moment. 
If there was no last day appointed for 
something to be done, there would be 
nothing done. Why, then, should not 
the right hon. Gentleman say that the 
landlords must apply for the bonus on 
or before the appointed day, and leave 
the Land Commission to settle the 
appointed day? He attached much more 
importance to the time limit than to 
|the question of amount. He did not 
| think that any of them were competent 
to decide the question of the amount. 
| As to the manner in which the schedule 
| had been arranged, in that respect it 
| was a credit to the Conservative Party. 
| If it had been put in any other way it 
j; would have been said that it was an 
| effort on the part of the big proprietors 
'to grab the money for themselves. But 
|the schedule was passed so as to avoid 
| that suspicion. No doubt it was a diffi- 
/cult task to allocate ten or twelve 
millions, but the landlords had not 
|indicated any want of confidence in the 
Commission. Why not, then, leave the 
matter in a fluid condition. The pro- 
vince of Connaught deserved, he thought, 
more of the money than any other part 
of Ireland because of its poverty. The 
poorer estates should come in for a larger 
part of the money than the richer 
estates. The Committee, however, was 
not competent to decide that question. 
The best plan was to leave it to the 
Estates Commission. It would be a 
mistake to deal with it by rule of thumb. 
The right hon. Gentleman would do 

















well to consider whether the best, way 
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out of the difficulty was not to allow | five years. 
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That would help them in 


the guillotine to fall at the end of five | resisting the demand for compulsion. 


or ten}years. 


Dr. THOMPSON said he too was 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that two i favour of the Amendment. It 
years ago the demand made in that|W@% most important, and Irish Mem- 


House, supported by the voice of Ireland | 
from one end to the other, was for com- | 
pulsory sale, but it had been agreed to 
waive the question of compulsion for the | 
time being. The representatives of the | 
tenants had loyally adhered to the 
bargain they had made, but they had, | 
all the same, incurred a great deal of | 
blame inIreland. There were thousands | 
of Irish tenants who did not hesitate to 
tell them, in vulgar language, that they 
had “sold the pass.’ They could only 
in reply refer them to the Land Confer- 
ence. It was a strange thing that when- | 
ever that Conference procedure was in 
favour of the landlords it was freely | 
quoted by the Government and by the 
landlords, but when it was in favour of 
the tenants it was coolly set aside. The 
Chief Secretary talked about adhering to | 
the spirit of the Conference ; let them 
have a little of the letter as well as of 
the spirit. The Land Conference sug- 
gested that the bonus should be limited 
to transactions initiated within five years 
of the passing of the Act, and they must 
be done with the Conference Report if 
they were to observe the spirit of it 
when it suited the landlords, and were 
to ignore both the spirit and the letter 
of the Report when the interests of the 
tenants were concerned. He knew that 
the majority of the landlords in the, 
south and west of Lreland would close | 
with these terms, but they would not be a 
sufficient inducement for a large number | 
of what were called commercial land- 
lords in Ulster, landlords not of the old 
stock, but men who had bought the land | 


bers were unanimous in the view 
that it was necessary. Perhaps the 
difficulty would be met if the Chief 
Secretary would accept his Amendment 
lower on the Paper to the effect that 
landlords should register their desire to 
sell within five years. 


Mr. BLAKE said this was a subject 
of enormous practical importance with 
respect to the successful working of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman had 
objected to any proposal which would 
indicate completion or anything of that 
kind within five years, on the ground 
that it would involve congestion of the 
machinery for working the Act. He, 
however, saw no difficulty whatever in 
setting a time limit. There would be 
ample time for the proper organisation 
of the machinery, and officials, when 
once trained to the work, would find it 
easy to accelerate operation. He was 
sure that if any increased expenditure 
was necessary in order to issue the 
stock a little faster, the House would 
not begrudge it. On the contrary it 
would willingly vute money to bring 
about a more rapid accomplishment of 
the beneficent objects aimed at in the 
Bill. The time limit should not be left 
to the Commissioners, but should be 
settled by Parliament. They ought to 
declare that this money was only for 
the benefit of those landlords who made 
up their minds within five years. 
With regard to the allocation of the 
bonus he thought the plan of his hon. 
friend was a great improvement on the 


out of profits made in trade. A time| Government plan. The purpose was to 
limit was absolutely necessary so that grease the wheels of purchase. Some 
Parliament might be able to take stock | thought the grease should be applied to 
at the end of five years and say what the tyre, but if they wanted to make the 
they were prepared todo. It would be| machine go they _Must apply it to the 
perfectly impossible to allow a state of | axle, which in this case represented the 





affairs in which three-fourths of Ireland 
would be under freehold occupation and 
one-fourth held under landlords. Let 
the Government accept a time limit for 
the bonus and say that to ensure partici- 
pation in it sales must be initiated in 
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tenant for life. It must be applied in 
relation to the difficulties and friction 
with which the wheel had to contend. 
The difficulties were the greater when 
the wheel had to travel over roads in 
the congested districts, and therefore 
more of the money was wanted in Mayo 
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than in other parts of Ireland. It was 
the smallest and poorest estates that 
required the greatest amount of axle 
grease. Then let them use the bonus 
where it would do most good. 





Mr. WYNDHAM said that with 
reference to the allocation of the bonus 
he had nothing to add to what he had 
already said. With regard to the time 
limit, the reason of the Government for | 
not accepting it was this. The issue and | 
management of a loan estimated to be of | 
£100,000,000 was not only a vast, but a | 
very delicate, operation. The responsi- | 
bility for undertaking it was a heavy one 
resting on the Government, and they 
could not undertake an operation so 
delicate and so vast if a sudden inrush of 
people under an adventitious stimulus 
should mean that, instead of coming, say, 
for £10,000,000 or £20,000,000, they 
might have to come for £60,000,000. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We only ask 
that the applications shall be made in a 
given time. You can delay the issue of 
the stock as long as you like. 


Mr. WYNDHAM reiterated that 
financial operations were very sensitive. 
A false report in the newspaper might 
prejudice the flotation of a large loan, 
and it was not the business of the great 
financiers of London to measure the 
exact result of 40,000 people coming in 
to subscribe their names. They might 
suppose that that might mean a great 
demand for money in excess of the fore- 
cast already drawn up, and, therefore, on 
financial grounds, and on _ financial 
grounds alone, the Government could 
not entertain the suggestion of putting | 
in an adventitious stimulus in the shape 
of a time limit. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he fully | 
appreciated the delicacy of the operation, | 
but he felt that the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer and the Chief Secretary had | 
omitted to take account of the way in) 
which this matter would work. He'| 
would go the full length of saying that, | 
if the matter could be stated absolutely | 
in the way the Chief Secretary had put | 
it, the Amendment was impossible. | 
But that was not the way the matt r | 
would work. Nobody was more anxious | 


Mr. Blake, 
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than he was to do justice to the admir- 
able manner in which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had befriended Ireland 
on this occasion. They knew that in 
him Ireland had a thorough friend, 
They were anxious that an immediate 
anodyne should be applied to the Irish 
problem. As a method of bringing that 
about they suggested that the tenantry 
on every estate should become aware 
that their proprietors were anxious to 
make bargains with them. There was 
all over the country an anxiety on their 
part to bring this question to an issue. 
Land purchase must, however, take time. 


|The Treasury would not have to issue 


money at once. He was satisfied that 
it would not prejudice the issue of the 
loan if the Government were to know 
that within a prescribed period there 
would be an application for a given 
amount. The matter was absolutely 
within the control of the Treasury. 
They need not issue the loans. They 
could dribble them out according to the 
exigencies of the market. This was not 
a matter which would prejudice thie 
landlords, who had met them very fairly 
in that House. He had been astonished 
at the spirit in which the hon. Member 
for York and his colleagues had met 
them. There had been no friction 
between them, and they were all agreed 
that it was reasonable to have this 
position arrived at at the earliest possible 
moment. Let them fix a time limit then. 
The clause said that the Estates Com- 
missioners should be under the control 
of the Lord Lieutenant, and, therefore, 
the Treasury would be the commanding 
body, and the stock would be issued 
according to the necessities of the case. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 


_would not take up a final attitude in 
‘the matter now. 


The Amendment 
would make for the peace of the country, 
and from the English point of view, as 
well as from the Irish point of view, it 
would be much better if it were adopted. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said that the representatives of the 
great majority of the landlords had al- 
ready endorsed the demand for a time 
limit. The right hon. Gentleman should 
remember that in this matter he was 
listening not merely to a request from 
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landlords as well as the representatives | 
of the tenants. Surely it was a very | 
serious thing for the Chief Secretary, if , 
it could possibly be avoided, to deny a 
demand which was practically unani- | 
mous on both sides of the House. He. 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
facilitate, as far as possible, the idea 
which they had in Ireland that under 
this Bill the landlords would be willing 
to sell and the tenants to buy. The 
Government ought to be glad that such 
a demand had been made, as it showed 
that there was a real anxiety on the 
part of those most interested that the 
Bill, when it was passed, should not be 
a dead letter, but should carry out its 
object, namely, to transfer the land 
from the landlords to the tenants on fair 
terms, 
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one party, but a request which had been | 
endorsed by the representatives of the | 
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reasons, and therefore a five years 
limit would probably be too short. At 
the same time, it ought to be promi- 
nently brought before the minds of 
the Jandlords that there was a limit, and 
that they should make up their minds 
for or against accepting the Bill. That 
might be called compulsion, but it was 
not compulsion, because if a landlord 
wished he could remain outside the Bill. 


* Mr. HEMPHILL said he wished to 


| urge on the Chief Secretary, in common 


with other hon. Members from Ireland, 
the desirability of adopting the time 
limit. They all knew very well that 
matters would come to a point more 
quickly if there was a limit, instead of 
an indefinite period. There were no 
people more likely to procrastinate in 
coming to an agreement than Irish land- 
lords and tenants, and the time limit 


| would be a stimulus to both of them to 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said that he quite appreciated 
the financial objections which had | 
been stated by his right hon. friend, 
and on them he would express no 
opinion Personally, and speaking for 
himself, he was in favour of a time 
limit. He had always held that this 
was not a landlords’ question, but a 
tenants’ question. The landlords in this 
House had practically no friends. The 
only way he was conseious of to buy 
friendship in this House was by votes; 
and the landlords had no votes. There- 
fore, this was a tenants’ grievance, and 
the only tenants’ grievance that he knew 
of that did not inflict injustice on the 
landlord. Looking at the Bill as a great 
State measure for the pacification of 
Ireland his private opinion was that the 
sooner it was carried out the better. He 
lived in the peaceful Province of Ulster, 
but he shculd certainly put in his appli- 
cation within six months of the passing 
of the Act. He could not conceive any 


landlord in Ireland who was of the same | 


mind who would refuse to take advan- 
tage of this Bill, That there were 
difficulties in connection with the time 
limit he admitted. Five years was 
probably too short, as the preliminary 


negotiations would take time; and the | 


come to terms. The object of the 
Government by this great measure was 
to improve the social and_ political condi- 
tion of Ireland, and why should not they 
be anxious that that happy result should 
be brought about as speedily as possible. 
It might be said that some effect would 
be produced upon the Stock Exchange if 
Irish landlords and tenants appeared too 
anxious to avail themselves of this benefi- 
cent measure. Surely the inference from 
that was that the Government expected 
that the operation of the Bill might be 
indefinitely postponed, and that twenty- 
five years might elapse before the 
£100,000,000 was called into being. 
That was a very unreasonable attitude to 
assume to the Irish Members. What 
they wanted was that the Bill should 
be brought to a speedy trial, and that 
its results should be enjoyed by the 
present generation, and not be put off 
indefinitely. The measure, he _pre- 
sumed, was brought in with the real 
and great object of benefiting all classes 
in Ireland, and some time limit should 
be imposed. He would remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that it was a very 
common thing to fix time limits in rail- 


way and other Bills ; and nothing would 


be easier when the end of the five years 
was approaching than to introduce ashort 
Bill extending the limit, if there were a 


fault might not be with the landlord, | great many estates on which the Act 


but with the tenants. 


might delay the purchase for various | 
| 


The tenants! had not been brought into play. His 


own constituents were most anxious 














Trish 


that there should be a time limit, in 
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order to induce both landlords and 
tenants to come to a speedy agree- 
ment. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he himself 

was certainly not in favour of a time limit 
nor could he see how it would practically 
work. Indeed, he could not see how it 
would have any other effect than to 
block sales to the tenants, and for this 
reason. Only property tc the value of 
£5,000,000 could be disposed of during 
the first year ; and if all the landlords 
hurried up the whole operation would 
be blocked, and with the court blocked 
it might be twenty years before the 
landlord would get his money at all. 
He thought it would be very desir- 
able, after the enormous expectations 
which had been aroused in Ireland 
in connection with this Bill, if some 
modus vivendi could be found by which 
the position of landlords and the 
status of the tenants could be some- 
what modified. The difficulty was to 
find a remedy ; but it could not be found 
by asking the landlords to give notice 
within five years. What the tenants 
wanted was to get possession of the 
land. That was the anodyne the tenant 
wanted. He himself thought that the 
time limit was wholly impracticable 
and impossible. He would rather move 
in the direction of Clause 36 of the Act 
of 1896. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) 
said there was nothing distinct or feasible 
about the observations they had just 
heard. The Bill would not run in the 
North of Ireland unless there was a time 
limit; and he begged the Chief Secre- 
tary to introduce a time limit if he wished 
to see the Bill a success. 
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*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE said 
he approached this question not so 
much from the point of view of the 
landlord or the tenant, but as a member 
of the London Stock Exchange. He 
perfectly acquiesced in the desire ex- 
pressed by hon. Members opposite that 
purchase should be carried out as speedily 
as possible; and he quite appreciated 
the first part of the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Waterford. He spoke 
as a member of the Stock Exchange, of 
which he was a member for sixteen 
years, and he thought the remarks of 
the hon. Member for North Tyrone 
were somewhat precipitate. The Stock 
Exchange was the barometer of the 
National credit; and his experience 
during his membership of that 
stitution was in entire contradiction to 
the statement of the hon. Member for 
North Louth, who said that everything 
on the Stock Exchange was discounted 
beforehand. Sometimes it was the 
case and sometimes it was not. It 
certainly would affect the prosperity 
of the City to have a large loan hanging 
over the market. He would instance 
the War and Transvaal loans, which had 
greatly depressed: the money market 
recently and had hung like a pall 
over it. If they were to have loans 
floated of £10,000,000, £20,000,000, 
£30,000,000 or £40,000,000 one after 
the other, it would be a very dangerous 
experiment for the money market here, 
and he believed it would render the 
procuring of money by the Government 
from time to time very difficult. It 
would also militate very severely against 
this Act. 


in- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that as they 
went on they would liberate a large 
quantity of money which would seek 





Mr. Hemphill. 
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would naturally seek trustee securities, 
(Mr. Ritonie dissented.] The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer shook his head : 
but, babes and innocenta tharah as 
were, they knew what had happened 
before, 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircutie, Croydon) said 
they would not put it in 24 per cents. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he spoke humbly 
in this matter, but it must be remembered 
that there would be, not only landlords, 
remaindermen, and so forth, but great 
societies, insurance companies, and Trinity 
College, to whom security was a neces- 
sity. They would not only have 2} 
per cent. on their sales, but they would 
have the bonus in addition. He thought 
what would happen would be what had 
occurred when Mr. Goschen’s conversion 
scheme and previous conversion schemes 
were carried out, namely, that there 
would be a 
seeking investment and finding it not 
They would be driven to come upon the 
market and buy up this stock. The 
Government had the matter entirely in 
their own hands; they could issue the 
stock as they pleased and when they 


vast volume of money 


{1 JuLy 1903} 
The potential investors | tended that a landlord would be able to 


pleased ; and, having regard to the effect | 


it must have on the peace of the country, 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would further consider this matter. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) assured the 
hon.;Member for South Tyrone that all the 
estates in the South of Ireland would not 
come in unless there was a time limit. 
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get five years more purchase than a land- 
lord in Kerry, and his bonus would be 
£7,500 as against the Kerry man’s 
£6,000, so that, by fixing the limit at 


av 


re” ees 1 


Pa he tenant ji 
poorer districts would be © in the 


placeu 
most unfair position. ? 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) felt that 
this question was a most important one. 
Unless a time limit were inserted the 
men in the poorer districts of Ireland, 
who had been debarred from the benefits 
of past land legislation, would continue 
to be debarred from them for another 
ten or fifteen years. The object of all 
parties in the House was to secure peace 
as far as the agrarian struggle was con‘ 
cerned, but if the Irish Members were 
forced to go back and tell these men 
that they must wait for years longer, 
that object would be frustrated. They 
would carry the land war on to the end 
if necessary, but they preferred peace, 
and he appealed to the Chief Secretary 
aud the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to reconsider their decision, 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.) 
said he had heard nothing in the debate to 
convince him that there were any serious 
objections to a time limits Five years 
might possibly be too short, but that there 


‘ought to be a limit of some sort was the 


unanimous opinion of representatives 


from all parts of Ireland. He hoped the 


He also pointed out that the fixed per-_ 
centage of distribution in the matter of | 
the bonus would work very unfairly as! spring up, and from that point of view 


between various counties. 


Government would not refuse this im- 
portant concession. They all desired 
this Bill to settle the land question, but 
if its operation was to be put off from 
year to year its benefits would be frittered 
away, new causes of agitation might 


Taking the | it was desirable that a time limit should 


case of a £2,000 rental in Kildare, he con- | be fixed. He felt sure that the financial 
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difficulties, if there were such, could be 
overcome 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said it was 


evident from the debate that landlords 


and tenants were cbaaliwt-le -.nje- 
--v adsuuely Unsed on 


hes ; 

° “question ; ; and it would be a great 
misfortune if the Chief Secretary or the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
make a concession to that feeling. He 
would withdraw his Amendment if there 
was a promise given that the matter 
would be reconsidered on the Report 
stage. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that 
opportunity for consideration should be 
afforded by reporting Progress. He 
pointed out that possibly a way out of 
the difficulty might be found by distri- 
buting the bonus on a graduated system 
according to the speed with which land- 
lords made their application. 


Mr. RITCHIE said he would not 
offer any opposition to the proposal 
to report Progress, but it must not 
be supposed that there was any 
intention to agree to the time limit. 
Having regard to the interests of British 
credit and British taxpayers he felt 
bound to associate himself with what 


{COMMONS} 








his right hon. friend had said in depre- 
cation of any unnatural stimulus of the 
kind. The Government had met the 
demands made upon them in a broad 
and liberal spirit, feeling that it was well 
to do so with hope for the restoration of 
peace and quiet in Ireland. Feeling this 
fully, he still felt it would be unwise, 
in the interest of British credit as well 
as in the interest of the Bill, to risk dis- 
turbing the financial basis upon which 
the Bill rested—the raising of money at 
2 percent. It would not be to the 
interest of British credit that they should 
Mr. Charles Craig. 
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be called upon by some unnatural 
stimulus to go to the money market for 
large sums of money. They had before 
them the probability of having to raise 


gid~~-2 bla on th ~= niy—nn~ 
¢ OM Stele So tor [Aa pus pyres, alia 


‘“ add this would be detrimental to the 


working of the Bill itself. If money 
could not be raised at 2} per cent. the Bill 
would not work. As far as he was con 
cerned, speaking as the representative of 
the British taxpayer and of British 
credit, and also in the interests of the 
Bill, he could not hold out any hope that 
the Government could consent to any 
proposal which would give an unnatural 
stimulus to land purchase in Ireland. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That the 
Chairman do report Progress ; and ask 
leave to sit again’—(Mr. 7. M. Healy) 
—put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


BANKERS’ (IRELAND) ACT REPEAL 


[SEconD OES 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Debate arising. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


| complained that an enormous amount of 


pressure had been brought to bear in 
order to obtain the passing of the Bill 
discussion. The 
measure was being promoted in the 
interests practically of the Bank of Ire- 
land. 

And it being midnight, the Debate 
stood adjourned. 


practically without 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next. 
Adjourned at two minutes after 





Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 2nd July, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES  ac- 
quainted the House that the Clerk of 
the Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :— 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 5); Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 9). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies Bill. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


Pentillie Estate Bill {H.L.]. Reported, 
with Amendments. 


Blackheath and Greenwich District 
Electric Light Bill. Reported without 
Amendment. 


Middlesbrough Corporation _ Bill ; 
Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell 
Railway Bill; Merthyr Tydfil Urban 
District Council Bill) Reported, with 
Amendments. 


South-Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [H.L.]. The King’s 
consent signified; and Bill reported 
with Amendments. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill [H.1.]. Re 
ported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House ‘l'o-morrow. 


Kast Ham Improvement Bill. Re- 


port from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto; | 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table: | 
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The orders made on the 16th of June 
and Monday last discharged, and Bill 
committed. 


Nelson Corporation Bill; Hampton 
Court Gas Bill. Read 3°, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


Erith Tramways and Improvement 
Bill. Brought from the Commons : 
read 1; and referred to the Examiners. 


King’s College, London, Bill [#.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


Scunthorpe Urban District Water Bill 
[u.L.}. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Ipswich Gas Bill. Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed 
to. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
Bill, Reported, with Amendments. 


Great Western Railway Pill; Neath, 
Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill ; 
North Eastern Railway Bill; Wolver- 
hampton and Cannock Chase Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill; Romford and 
District Tramways Bill; Wood Green 
Urban District Council Bill ; Beckenham 
Urban District Council Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) 
sill. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Abinger be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Berwick; read, and 


agreed to. 


Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill [H.1.]; Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments. 


City and South London Railway Bill ; 
The consent of the Prince of Wales 
signified ; and Bill reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


glectric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; House in Committee 
(according to Order): An Amendment 
made: Standing Committee negatived : 
The Report of Amendment to be received 
To-morrow. 


2Q 



























ony ramen 


eae ee 





1127 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Read 
3* (according to order), and passed. 


Returns, 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14.) Bill. Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Amend- 


{LORDS} 
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POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 
Accounts presented of all deposits 
received and paid during the year 
ended 3lst December, 1902, and of the 
sums received and paid by the National 
Debt Commissioners on account of the 





| Fund for the Post Office Savings Banks 
| in the same year. 


ments reported (according to Order), and | 


Bills to be read 3* on Tuesday next. 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill. 
Moved, That the order made on the 
16th day of March last, “ That no Pro- 


vision] Order Confirmation Bill brought | 
from the House of Commons shall be | 


read a second time after Thursday the 
18th day of June next,” be dispensed 


with, and that the Bill be now read 2°; | 


agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


Lanarkshire Tramways Order Confirma- 


tion Bill [u.L.]. A Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order relating to the Lanark- 
shire Tramways was presented by the 


Lord Balfour (pursuant to the Private | 


Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 


1899, sections 8 and 9); read 1*; and to | 


be printed. (No. 153.) 


PETITIONS. 


LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND) 
BLLL [H.L.}. 
Petition against: of Society of Advo- 
cates in Aberdeen. 
lie on the Table. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [8.1.}. 
Petitions in favour of: of Roman 
Catholics in St. John’s Institution, Boston 


Spa, Yorkshire ; Coventry ; Princethorpe ; | 
Southam ; Solihull ; Eccleshall ; Convent | 


of Poor Clares, Levenshulme, Manchester ; 
Greenwich. Read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Order in Council of 25th June, 1903, 
entitled “The Swaziland Order in 


Council, 1903.” 





Read, and ordered to | 


STON TIILD 


Eighty-first Report of the Commis- 
|sioners of Woods, Forests, and Land 
| Revenues, for the year 1902-1903. 
MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 

MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. 

Order in Council altering the scale 
set out in the Second Schedule to the 
above Act, for the purpose of the levying 
of light dues, in pursuance of such Act. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 


Twenty-eighth Annual Report of the 
| Public Works Loan Board, 1902-1903 
| (with appendices. ) 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
_ Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TREATY SERIES No, 9 (1903). 


Convention between the United King- 
dom and the Netherlands regulating the 
allowances to witnesses in fishery cases: 
signed at the Hague, 26th April, 1902 
(ratifications exchanged at the Hague, 
22nd May, 1903). 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 


Report of the Director to the Board 
ef Governors and Guardians for the 
year 1902. 


MINT. 


Thirty-third Annual Report of the 
Deputy Master and Comptroller of the 
Mint, 1902. 

Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Order in Council of 25th June, 1903, 
authorising the Corporation of Trinity 
House to appoint sub-commissioners 
for the examination of pilots for certain 
ports in the County of Cumberland. 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, | 
AMENDMENT BILL [x.1.]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- | 
ing read. 


*Lorp MUSKERRY: Your Lordships 
will be fully aware from the Memorandum 
appended to this Bill that its object is to 
restrict the commanding and officering of 
British ships to British subjects, and also 
to put an end to the practice of granting 
certificates for British pilotage waters to 
aliens. Since I last introduced this 
measure, or a somewhat similar Bill, under 
the title of the “Certificates Bill,” im- 
portant developments have arisen which 
have more than ever convinced me—and 
which, I trust, will convince your Lord- 
ships-—-that the important principles which 
it embodies should now be accepted by 
the Legislature. It is, of course, not un- 
usual for me to find that in my efforts to 
promote the interests of our merchant 
service as a whole —not only in regard to 
our mariners, but in regard to our ship- 
owners—I meet with the stubborn opposi- 
tion of the Marine Department of the: 
Board of Trade, and I do not presume 
that anything to the contrary will be the 
case this afternoon. I should like, how- 
ever, with your Lordships’ permission, to 
touch briefly on the arguments which 
were vsed by the then representative of 
the Board of Trade, my noble friend Lord 
Dudley, as against my previous efforts in 
connection with this measure. 


Your Lordships were informed that this , 
was the thin end of the wedge, and that 
the Bill meant protection pure and simple. 
Bat I do not for one moment consider 
that either protection or free trade can 
be considered in connection with what, 
after all, is the defence of our country, and 
the source of our supplies in case of future | 
conflicts with other nations. If my noble 
friend Lord Dudley meant that the Bill 
was a protection for British captains and | 
officers and to British ships carrying food- | 
stuffs in time of war, I cordially agree with | 
him. Your Lordships were told that it 
was a return to the old navigation laws 
which were repealed fifty years ago. We 
have gained a good deal of experience in 
that time, sufficient to know that some of 
those laws contained wise provisions. 
Shipowners, so far as I can gather, are 
unanimous as to the present Merchant | 
Shipping Act being obsolete, even though 


{2 Juty 1903} 


| antiquated and out of date. 
‘of fact, however, the Merchant Shipping 
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I was informed by my noble friend 
that he did not think it could be 
legitimately argued or urged that 
clauses which Parliament had inserted 
in a Bill in 1894 had already become 
As a matter 


Acts were introduced about the year 
1854, and the Act of 1894 is simply a 
consolidation of the Acts for the con- 
venience of al! concerned. 

We were also informed that the Bill 
would be a source of inconvenience to 
British shipowners possessing — vessels 
trading between foreign ports. My noble 
friend went on to point as an example toa 
British vessel trading between, say, Genoa 
and Brindisi, calling at the intermediate 
ports, showing how much more easy it 
would be for the shipowner to employ 


‘Italians, who would know the language 


and customs of the country. But, my 
Lords, it is a matter of common know- 
ledge that no such trade could be carried 
on with a British vessel owing to the 
simple fact that, as with practically all 
other Maritime Powers, Italy reserves 
her coasting trade to her own vessels. 
We were also informed that the captains 
and officers of merchant vessels could not 
be drawn upon for Naval purposes in 
time of war; but it must not be for- 
gotten that even our Navy was an offspring 
of our merchant service, and, as our men 
of the merchant service rendered yeoman 
service to their country in time of old, 
they are equally capable and ready now. 
Their magnificent work in the transport 
service is a perfectly sufficient illustration 
of this. 

It may be argued that, as times have 
changed in the Navy, so also have they 
changed in our merchant service, which 
even yet is second to none for its magnifi- 
cence and its efficiency. But I would ask 
what would be the effect on our merchant 
service were it denuded in time of war— 
as it most certainly would be—of the 
25,000 men and 1,900 officers of the 
Royal Naval Reserve who serve in our 
merchant ships ? I emphasise, what would 
be the effect, when already we have such 
an alarming percentage of foreigners in 
the service ? I would also point to the 
100 gentlemen of the Royal Navy who 


are on the supplementary list, and who, 


on the authority of a distinguished 
Member of this House, have proved an 
unqualified success. They have shown of 
what quality for naval purposes are our 


2Q2 
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captains and officers of the mercantile 
marine. .The Report of the Naval 
Reserves Committee states that—- 

‘‘The Committee do not overlook the 
importance, both as regards naval and other 
considerations, of securing that as large a 
proportion as possible of the crews of merchant 
ships shall be of British nationality.’ 


Merchant Shipping Act, 


and that— 

‘“‘The mercantile marine is, and should 
continue to be, a valuable source from which 
to draw a portion of the Naval Reserve.” 
and— 

‘** The present mode of supplying a reserve of 
executive officers is satisfactory, except that a 
weeding of the list of Royal Naval Reserve 
Officers and an extension of numbers are 
required.” 

Then, my Lords, there was advanced 
the argument of retaliation by other 
Powers. I think that is a most cowardly 
argument, and had it been used and 
acted upou in olden days England would 
never have been the Power she is. | 
would point out that the other Powers 
cannot retaliate, for they have long 
adopted the principles of the Bill now 
before your Lordships, and will have 
none to command and officer their ships 
but their own subjects. There they 
show their wisdom, but they have no 
Boards of Trade and no Marine Depart- 
ment of that body. It is not for other 
Powers to retaliate, but for the British 
Government to support and encourage 
our mercantile marine and to see that 
our seamen are not robbed of their 
birthright by foreigners. My noble 
friend, Lord Dudley, said that 
what your Lordships all desired to see 
would be the employment of as many 
British subjects as possible in British 
ships. I cordially agree, and this would 
be a step—an important step—in the 
right direction. 


I hope to make my remarks in the 
briefest possible form, not desiring to 


unduly detain your Lordships. There- 
fore, with your permission, I will simply 
touch upon the prineipal important 
developments which have arisen since 
this Bill was last introduced into this 
House. 1 believe, from the latest 
official Returns, that there are 592 alien 
captains and officers in our merchant 
service. I will be told by my noble 
friend who represents the Board of 
Trade that the number has diminished 
since the issue of the previous Returns. 


Lord Muskerry, 


{LORDS} 
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I do not deny the fact, but with the 
great number of foreign seamen in our 
ships there may at any time be a large 
number obtaining certificates as masters 
or mates of British ships. Also there 
are certain signs of the times which 
undoubtedly point to the fact that, 
unjess measures are now taken to 
prevent it, many aliens will eventually 
become certificated to act in British 
ships. I understand, on very excellent 
authority, that there are certain English 
ships, particularly those waich have 
been in Continental ports, which now 
carry foreign apprentices, paying a 
premium for their training, and as some 
proof of this I might draw your aitention 
to the Board of Trade Inquiry into the 
stranding of the ‘‘Foxglove,” where it 
came out in evidence that she was carry- 
ing two foreign boys as apprentices. 
I have a letter here addressed by the 
manager of the Sailors’ Home at one of 
our largest shipping ports to a British 
shipmaster, stating that the Danish 
Consul had asked him (the manager) to 
assist in getting three of his training- 
ship boys on board a British sailing 
vessel. I do not know whether it is the 
duty of a manager, such as I have 
mentioned, to co-operate in this way 
but I am not inclined to think that it is 
to the benefit of our own seamen. 

There has been much talk about the 
Shipping Combine, and although the 
Government have, as they say, entered 
into an agreement requiring the ships of 
this American concern to carry British 
officers, it is just as well that we should 
not live ina fool’s paradise. Therefore, | 
should like to call your attention to what 
Mr. Griscom, President of the American 
line, says about this International 
Mercantile Marine Company, as it is 
called. He says— 

“If the President and Congress will meet 
the indisputable economic facts by legislation, 
it is not too late to hope that a fair portion of 
the steamers hereafter required by the new 
company will be built in the United States, 
manned and officered by Americans, and 
become part of the National Naval Reserve.’ 
Therefore, I say that, whilst it is a 
serious thing that no less than 592 
aliens command and officer British ships 
to the exclusion of our own subjects, 
everything points at the present moment 
to a considerable increase of aliens 
obtaining British certificates. We have 
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at present a Royal Commission deliberat- 
ing upon the immigration of aliens into 
this country, and the serious conseqyence 
thereof. It is not for me to foretell 
what will be the result of their delibera- 
tions, although I do not think that there 
is much difference of opinion as to how 
this country suffers by reason of its 
being invaded by the scum of other 
nations. 


From the Report of the Naval Reserves 
Committee it appears that in the year 
1857 there were 96,914 petty officers 
and sailors British subjects ; whilst in 
1901 there were only 44,290, or a reduc. 
tion of over 50 per cent. I find also 
that the percentage of foreigners in 
the foreign trade has increased from 20 
per cent. in 1891 to 26 per cent. in 
1901; whilst in foreign-going sailing 
vessels the percentage of foreign seamen 
went up from 39 per cent. in 1891 to 
45 per cent. in 1896, and to no less than 
over 52 percent. in 1901. These are 
alarming figures. With what I have 
aid in regard to a promised invasion of, 
for instance, Americans, as certificated 
captains and officers of British ships, it 
is somewhat significant that on the 
American Combine being initiated par- 
ticulars are to hand as to the establish- 
ment of a nautical preparatory school 
conducted under the principles of the 
navigation laws of the United States 


She is to be a 3,000-ton vessel of the) 


most advanced type of steel construction, 
with twenty-five officers. The number 


object is distinctly to train up officers | 
for service in vessels owned by Americans, | 
in which, of course, may be included the | 


American Combine. It is not a great | 


stretch of the imagination to consider | 


that these officers may supplant our own | 
subjects in these ships in time to come, | 
unless your Lordships take steps to pre- | 
ventitnow. All other maritime Powers, | 
with the exception of Japan, stipulate 
that the executive of their ships shall 
consist solely of their own subjects; and 
I may say that even Japan would follow 
suit were it not that she has not an 


adequate supply to meet the demand of 


her ships; although I understand that 
in the largest merchant fleet belonging 
to Japan they have in each of their 


ships at least one Japanese officer. 


{2 JuLy 1903} 


| | 
Frege seamen. 
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Let me illustrate to your Lordships 
how the attitude of this country in the 
matter affects some of our most deserv- 
ing subjects. It is not very long ago 
that the Scottish Oriental Steamship 
Company, Limited, with a fleet of fifteen 
steamers, was sold to the Germans. 
Within fourteen months, all the 
Britishers who had served for some 
considerable time in the fleet had notice 
to leave, and very shortly after they 
were wholly replaced by German sub- 
jects. Questioned before the Subsidies 
| Committee as to the immediate effects 
of the transfer of a British Line, Mr. 
Norman Hill, Secretary to the Liverpool 
Steamship Owners’ Association, referred 
| to two lines carrying exclusively English 
captains and officers. He said— 

““When the lines were taken over the English- 
men on board consisted of twenty-four captains, 
forty-eight officers, and seventy-two engineers. 
Of these, sixteen captains, forty-three officers, 
and fifty-eight engineers have been displaced 
by foreigners, and the owners of the vessels 
| stated in their report that they hoped shortly 
| that all the other Englishmen would be dis- 
| placed.” 





|The percentage of aliens in our mer- 
chant service is no less than 26 per 
cent., and, therefore, there is no wonder 
that the President of the Board of Trade 
describes it as— 

‘*A blot on the record of our merchant ser- 


vice, and a state of things which none of us 
| could view with satisfaction.’ 


A per centage of 26 per cent. is suffi- 
ciently alarming in itself, but the condi- 


of pupils is to be I'mited to 250, and the | tion of affairs is still worse when we 





know that it is principally in what are 
termed “tramp” steamers and sailing 
ships—which form by far the largest pro- 
portion of the service —that these 
foreigners exist. In most of our leading 
lines you will find the British seaman 
wholly and solely; but go to the 


'‘*tramps”’ and sailing ships, and you 


will find that the percentage of 
| foreigners amongst their crews would 
approximate, I am safe in saying, to 
| considerably over 50 per cent. Many 
of our large steamers’ crews are composed 
|of Greeks, Arabs—in fact, of any but 
A gentleman writes 
that he has been in conversation with 
| one of the crew of a certain vessel, and 
| was informed that the only Englishmen 
‘in the ship were the engineers and 
|donkeymen, the master, both officers, 
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and all other members of the crew being | 
aliens. I would also quote the following | 
paragraph from a paper by the President | 


of the Chamber of Commerce, Glasgow, 


addressed to the Chairman of the Sub- | 


sidies Committee— 


“The diiectors take this opportunity of 
adverting to the fact that at present there is 
no security that ships flying the British flag 
are really British ships, as they may be owned 
and manned by foreigners, and they suggest 
that vessels flying the British flag should at 
least: be officered by British subjects and have 
a preponderating British ownership.” 


It is only a year or two back, when the 


proportion of foreigners was even less | 


than it is now, that the then President 
of the Board of Trade ventilated his 
Opinions in another place as follows :— 


‘Take, for instance, the question of war—the 
question of a war where the Naval Reserves 
were called out—that would be to deplete the 
British ships of British seamen, and instead 
of being partially manned by foreigners they 
would, under existing circumstances, be 
altogether manned by foreigners. That. I[ 
think, is 
if any suggestion can be made to remedy that 
state of things, or to endeavour to remedy that 
state of things, which the whole House 
regrets, then the House would do wrong not to 
consider any suggestion that might be made.” 


I have read an important letter ad- 
dressed to The Times by Admiral Sir 
John Hay, who, in speaking of the 
Navy, says— 

“We have no doubt seamen and mariners 
of the finest quality in sufficient numbers to 
man our present ships, but we have absolutely 
no reserve, and the mercantile marine trains 
no men for the Navy beyond the Naval 
Reserve which would be wanted for the Navy 
on the opening of a naval campaign. The 
50,000 foreigners whom our mercantile marine 
train would have to leave it on the outbreak 
of war, as subjects of belligerents or neutrals, 
and there are no British seamen to take their 
place.” 

I feel, therefore, that I have sufficiently 
indicated to your Lordships, not merely 
by my own opinions, but by the state- 
ments of great authorities, the weight 
of which we cannot deny, the 
strength of my case. I say that the 
vessels upon which the food supplies 
of this country mainly depend—I refer 
to what are known as “tramp ” 
vessels and sailing ships—are manned 
chiefly by aliens, and if we are to pro- 


tect these food supplies it seems utter | 


folly for us to allow the ships conveying 
them to be commanded and officered by 


aliens, who, whilst sailing under the 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 
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a matter for very great regret, and | 
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protection of the British flag, could 
transfer to our enemies immense cargoes 
of, perhaps, grain, of which this country 
might be in dire need. 

I have always had to contend with 
the strongest opposition on the part of 
the Marine Department of the Board of 
Trade to my efforts in connection with 
this Bill, and therefore I feel some degree 
of satisfaction when I know that His 
Majesty’s Government have now practi- 
cally adopted the principle of the Bill. 
After the flutter in the dove-cote which 
was caused by the transfer holus-bolus. 
of great lines of British ships to Ameri- 
can ownership, the Beard of Trade were 
forced to realise—as usual, too late— 
what our shipping trade was likely to 
come to. We find the Government’ 
actually lending money for the con- 
struction of two new vessels for the 
Cunard Line, at an interest of 2} per 
cent. per annum, and from the time the 
vessels commence to run the 
Government are to pay the Cunard 
Line atthe rate of £150,000 per annum, 
instead of the present Admiralty sub- 
vention. Though there was really not 
very much cause for it in connection 
with the Cunard Line, which employs 
none but British subjects, His Majesty's 
Government, in their agreement, stipu- 
late that the Company shall remain 
in every respect a British Company, 
managed by British directors, and— I 
emphasise this particularly at the 
moment—to be officered by British 
officers. We then turn to the agrec- 
ment with the Atlantic Shipping Com- 
bine—it is called the“ Atlantic Shipping 
Combine,” although I may state, for 
your Lordships’ information, that some- 
where about 40 per cent. of the tonnage 
of this concern is employed in purely 
British trade between this country and 
her colonies. The agreement between 
His Majesty's Government and the 
Combine is to the effect that for thirty 
years every ship now flying the British 
flag, and that half the ships hereafter to 
be built for the Combination, shall 
continue to be British ships, and shalk 
continue to fly the British flag; 
that they shall be officered by British 
officers, and manned in reasonable pro- 
portion by British crews. 

Turning away for a moment from His 
Majesty’s Government, I come to the 
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Report of the Select Committee on Steam- 
ship Subsidies, wherein the following im- 
portant recommendation is made— 


“That on subsidised vessels the captain, 
otticers, and a proportion of the crew ought to 
be British subjects.” 


In my Bill I go a step farther than this 
in ensuring that, for instance, vessels 
carrying large quantities of food supplies 
for the country—such as “tramp” 
steamers and sailing ships—should also be 
ofticered by British subjects. Mr. W. 
R. Lawson, in a powerful article con- 
tributed to the Contemporary Review, says 
that— 


“ Apparently we have missed our chance of 
nationalising the railways of the country, but 
the merchant marine is still available ; with 
hetter reason the nationalising idea may one day 
seize onit. We haveata single step—as shown 
in the Cunard agreement—advanced from our 
oll Free Trade standpoint to the acceptance of 
special relations between the State and shipping 
companies. It isa pregnant idea and may be 
destined to influence strongly the commercial 
history of our generation.” 


Admiral Sir E. R. Fremantle in an article 
contributed to the “ National Review” 
refers to the White Star Line, one of the 
constituent parts of the Combine, being 
the great supporter of the Naval Reserve— 
and they deserve every commendation for 
it. Admiral Fremantle, however, shows 
that— 

“ Notwithstanding the pledges given by the 
White Star Line specially to the nation in 
making a point of manning their ships by the 
Naval Reserve, there does not appear to be 
any arrangement made as to their future. 
Yet it will be very hard on these men to be 
obliged to choose between their nationality and 
Naval Reserve retainer and become American 
citizens, or be thrown out of employment and 
probably ruined, if they remain British 
subjects. How little of patriotism—‘of the 
pablie good, the good of others ’—lies in this 
neglect.” 


With your Lordships’ permission I will 
now turn to an additional important pro- 
vision which I have inserted in the Bill, to 
limit the granting of pilotage certificates for 
British waters to British subjects. That 
granting these certificates to aliens is a 
pernicious practice is so palpable that it 
should hardly require me to advance 
arguments. So far as I can gather, it is 
not only a general but empuatic opinion— 
with the exception of the Board of 
Trade—that this granting of pilotage 
certificates to foreigners is a very serious 
matter. The following resolution was 


{2 JuLy 1903} 
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passed at the last Annual Conference of 
the United Kingdom Pilots’ Association— 
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‘*Resolved—that this Conference views with 
considerable alarm the steadily increasing 
number of pilotage certificates granted to 
aliens, which impoverishes the native pilot and 
gives to foreign ships an advantage over our 
own. We would respectfully urge Parliament 
to take immediate steps to abolish a system 
which must be fraught with danger to the 
nation.” 


It is regrettable that the authorities 
should give facilities to aliens to study 
and become familiar with the intricate 
navigation of our home waters. I under- 
stand that in the year 1888 there were 
about thirty-five aliens holding these 
pilotage certificates ; the number of 
aliens with such _ certificates now 
approaches 100, and they are acting at 
ports pretty well all round our coasts. 
A month or two ago the President of the 
Board of Trade received a deputation 
from the pilots of the United Kingdom 
on this matter. This deputation was 
headed by Sir John Puleston, Lord Claude 
Hamilton, Sir R. Penrose Fitzgerald, M.P., 
Major Seely, M.P., Alderman Joyce, M.P., 
and Lieut-Colonel Evan Llewellyn, M.P. 
Sir John Puleston informed the President 
that over 100 Members of Parliament 
would have attended had it been necessary 
to trouble him with so large a deputation. 
The President of the Board of Trade, in 
replying to the deputation, proposed to 
communicate with the Admiralty asking 
their views with respect to the allegect 
national danger from the granting of 
pilotage certificates to aliens. I shall be 
interested to learn from my _ noble 
friend, the representative of the Board 
of ‘Trade, as to what the opinions of the 
Admiralty are. The President of the 
Board of Trade also stated that he felt it 
to be -a strong argument that no re- 
ciprocal advantages were given in this 
direction of pilotage certificates by other 
countries. Before the Parliamentary 
Select Committee which sat in 1888, the 
view of the national danger of alien 
being granted pilotage certificates was 
supported with unanimity by the Trinity 
Houses of London and Hull and hy 
other witnesses. and | venture to hope 
that your Lordships will coincide with 
the opinion of the country by supporting 
the clause in my Bill. 


I have also introduced a clause with a 
view to avoid injustice being done to 








1139 


foreigners who have already been) 
granted certificates of competency and 
to those shipowners employing them, 
but I make it a stipulation that these 
foreigners shall take the necessary steps 
to naturalise themselves at the earliest 
possible time. The Bill will, therefore, 
inflict no injury upon _ shipowners, 
of whom I would like to see more like 
Sir A. L. Jones, head of the great 
shipping firm of Elder. Dempster and 
Co., who, in expressing himself as to the 
confidence he had in his captains, also 
said that— 

“He was exceedingly proud to be a British 
shipowner with British staffs of officers and 
engineers. 


Merchant Shipping Act, 


I would also quote the following 
remarks made by Admiral Sir E. R. 
Fremantle in distributing prizes on the 
training-ship ‘‘ Worcester ’’— 


“He asserted that more encouragement 
ought to be given to the mercantile marine 
than had been accorded hitherto, On that 
subject he quite agreed with Lord Brassey and 
others who had expressed themselves to that 
effect. He did not believe in the Navy which 
was unsupported by a proper mercantile marine. 
That mercantile marine ought to be manned 
by British sailors and commanded by British 
otticers ” 


In regard to this Bill, a very well- 
known shipowner in the North of 
England writes to me as follows— 


**T take notice that you are going to bring 
forward a Motion to amend the Shipping Act, 
and I am pleased to read that you are taking 
an interest to stop these aliens from entirely 
manning our British ships, and also to prevent 
them from holding pilotage certificates unless 
they become naturalised British subjects. I 
have been for twenty years a Managing Owner, 
and for many years was on the Pilotage Board 
of the Tyne Dock Commissioners, and { was 
always strongly opposed to the granting of 
pilots’ certificates to foreigners, no matter of 
what nationality, for the very reason you are 
going to extend in your Bill, that we are 
cultivating foreigners to navigate any foreign 
foe right into the heart of our country.” 

I am extremely sorry that I have detained 
your Lordships for so long in drawing 
your attention to the case for my Bill. 
You will, I trust, observe that it is by no 
means my own individual opinions which 
I advance, but those of other authorities 
which I hope your Lordships will not 
ignore. It is unfortunately the case that 
though the national character of our 
mercantile marine is at odd times recog- 
nised by those in power, still when 
attempts are made to make this national 


Lord Muskervry. 
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character much more of a reality than 
it is at present, they are frustrated in 
every possible way. In all the enthusiasm 
of a post-prandial speech, the President 
of the Board of Trade said a very little 
time ago— 


1894, Amendment Bill. 


“If we were to lose our mercantile marine 
it would mean nothing less than the destruction 
of the British Empire. That empire is 
essentially the empire of the seas. It rests 
upon two great supports—upon the Navy in 
the first instance, and upon our mercantile 
marine in the second instance, and each of 
these supports is necessary to the other. If 
we were to lose our supremacy of the seas, 
the ocean, which at present unites the different 
parts of the British Empire and welds them 
into a single whole, would no longer unite 
them, but would divide them. And then there 
would come necessarily the falling asunder of 
the parts and the eventual dissolution of the 
Empire.” 


I fully endorse the words of the right 
hon. Gentleman and after this expression 
of his views I do not see how one of 


the Departments under his rule can 
consistently oppose the Bill. 


¢ Is it too much toask your Lordships to 
give effect to this Bill, which can only 
serve to strengthen our mercantile marine, 
to encourage our worthy and loyal fellow- 
subjects who serve in it, and, by eliminat 
ing aliens from the quarter-decks of our 
British ships, render greater security to 
our property when the paramount position 
of the British Empire may be at stake ! 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°. 
—(Lord M uskerry. ) 


Lorp ABINGER: My Lords, I trust 
that the Bill now before your Lordships 
may meet with the earnest consideration 
ot His Majesty’s Government. It seems 
to me that in these days, when the 
foreigner is holding more than his own, 
it is our duty to guard ourselves against 
alien incursion. I recognise that it 1s im- 
possible, on account of the numbers at 
present available, to ask the Government 
to restrict the manning of our mercantile 
marine to British subjects. The figures 
at the present moment are as follow. 
Of 43,791 men in the mercantile marine 
only 28,698 are British. During the ten 
years ended 1901 there has been a de- 
crease of 11,096 British sailors, and an 
increase of 8,730 foreigners in the British 
mercantile marine. There is a danger 
that aliens, knowing the intricacies of our 
coast as they do, may in war be able to 
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transfer British ships and cargoes to the 
lines of the enemies. The fundamental 
principle of this Bill has been accepted 
by the Government in the negotiations 
concerning the Shipping Combination and 
the Cunard Company, and are also recog- 
nised by the Shipping Subsidies Com- 
mittee, who recommend that none but 
British officers shall command or officer 
subsidised vessels. I trust that this 
measure, which has for so many months 
engaged the attention of my noble friend, 
will receive consideration at the hands of 
the Government. 


Merchant Shipping Act, 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, I 
desire at the outset to correct some of the 
statements of the noble Lord who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill. The 
noble Lord said that we had accepted the 
principle of the Bill. My Lords, I am 
here to-day to ask your Lordships not to 
grant a Second Reading to the measure 
now before the House. This is not a 
new Bill, it is an old friend. We had it 
before us in 1899, and again in 1901, 
when my noble friend Lord Dudley was 
representing the Board of Trade in this 
House. In asking your Lordships not 
to read this Bill a second time I do not 
propose to follow my noble friend through 
the highways and byways of free trade 
and protection. That is a question which 
will no doubt be raised later on in this 
House. What I think would be the 
courteous thing for me to do would be for 
a few minutes to follow the lines of the Bill, 
for my noble friend rather strayed away 
at times from the subject matter of his 
measure, and dealt with subjects for 
which I am not answerable, and which 
would more closely come under the 
purview of my noble friend the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. The Memo- 
randum to the Bill contains several in- 
accuracies. The declared object of the 
3ill—to prevent aliens from obtaining 
the sole control of British ships and 
property—will not be attained by the 
methods of the Bill. I admit, certainly, 
that the law at the present moment 
allows such control, but this would net 
be altered by compelling all masters and 
mates to be British. The real object of 
the Bill is to restrict competition, and to 
form a sort of close corporation in the 
interests of British certificated officers. 


Among the serious inaccuracies which | 
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the Memorandum contains is a statement 
that— 

‘‘All the other leading maritime Powers 

restrict the commanding and officering of their 
merchant ships to their own subjects.’ 
I find on inquiry that neither Germany, 
Norway, the Netherlands, Belgium, Chili, 
nor Ecuador adopt this principle; and 
Spain, Italy, and Denmark only adopt 
the principle with regard to the master 
of the ship. Your Lordships are asked 
by the noble Lord to— 

“Check what promises to be a large influx 

of foreigners intending eventually to obtain 
certificates entitling them to command British 
ships.” 
On that statement I will trouble the 
House with a few figures. It appears 
that out of a total number of 24,037 
persons who, in the five years from 1897 
to 1901, obtained certificates as masters, 
mates, or engineers, only 483 were 
foreigners. My noble friend quoted the 
figureas being 582, but I am sure he will 
take the correction from me. Besides 
that, I ask special attention to the fact 
that the numbers are showing a great 
tendency to decrease. In the year 1897 
they were 130; in 1898 they were 91 ; 
in 1899, 93; in 1900, 91; in 1901, 78; 
and in 1902, 76. I look upon that as a 
satisfactory decrease. The noble Lord 
stated that the percentage of aliens in 
our merchant ships is increasing to an 
alarming extent. I think this is an 
exaggeration. Noble Lords who have 
travelled a great deal, as I have, will 
have noticed that one-third ot the 
number of aliens are Swedes, Nor- 
wegians, and Danes, and I am sure 
that, after British seamen, there 
are no finer seamen in the world 
than these. 

My noble friend also touched 
the very important matter of the hold- 
ing of pilotage certificates by foreign 
masters and mates. The Board of Trade 
have been in communication with the 
Admiralty on the subject, and they have 
received the following figures. Out of a 
total of 4,000 masters and mates who 
hold pilotage certificates, only eighty- 
seven are foreigners. That is a compara- 
tively small figure, and in the further 
correspondence with the Admiralty on 
this subject, it was pointed out that any 
sharp and intelligent sailor would soon 
pick up a knowledge of a port by often 


on 








1143 


entering it, and that with the present day 
charts he could practically go into any 
port without a pilot. My noble friend 
stated that Clause 3 of his Bill would 
avoid any injustice beingdone toforeigners 
who have already been granted certificates 
of competency and to those shipowners 
who are employing them. That is rather 
a technical matter, and the view of the 
Board of Trade is that it would be most 
unfair to those to whom certificates had 
been granted less than six months before 
the Bill became law. My noble friend 
has rather implied that he has the ship 
owners on his side, but I hold in my 
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hand a letter addressed to my right hon. ! 
friend the President of the Board of ; 
Trade by the Shipowners’ Parliamentary | 


Committee. I will read it to the House, 
and I am afraid my noble friend will 
derive very little satisfaction from it. 
The letter is as follows— 

“ec Sir, 
respectfully call your attention to a bill entitled 
‘A Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894," which Lord Muskerry has introduced 
into the House of Lords and the Second Read- 
ing of which he proposes to move on Thursday, 
2nd July. The objects of the Bill are 
preclude any person who is not a_ British 
subject from obtaining a certificate as master 
or mate in the British Merchant Sei vice, or 
from obtaining a licence to act as a pilot in 
British waters. When similar Bills to the 
present were introduced by Lord Muskerry 


into the House of Lords in the years L899 and 
1901, both of them were opposed by the Ear! of | 


Dudley on behaif of the Board of Trade, and the 
Second Reading stage was upon both occasions 
negatived without a division. IL am direcied 
by this Committee, which represents nine 
tenths of the merchant shipping tonnage of 
the United Kingdom, to respectfully express 
their hope that the representative of the Board 
of Trade in the Upper House will oppose Lord 
Muskerry’s Bill for the following, among other, 
reasons : 

“1. That although the Bill only proposes to 
prevent foreigners from obtaining Board of 
Trade certificates of competency as masters or 
mates in the merchant service, or as pilots, 
the acceptance of the principle of the bill by 
Parliament would nevertheless involve a re- 
versal of the policy which has been deliber- 
ately adopted by Parliament and the country 
since the repeal of the Navigation Act in the 
year 1849. 

‘*2. That British shipowners believe that 
if the Bill were to be passed it would be 
followed in a very short time by ademand that 
every certificated officer of a British ship 
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Iam directed by this Committee to | 
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(whether employed in the navigation of the 

vessel or in the engine-room) should be a British 
subject, and, also, that all seamen and firemen 

who are employed on board of British vessels 
should be British subjects. 

‘*3. That the proportion of foreigners hold- 
ing master’s certificates in the British mer- 
cantile marine is exceedingly small. Lord 
Dudley, on behalf of the Board of Trade, indeed, 
stated in the House of Lords on 24th February, 
1899, that on 25th March, 1896, only 180 
foreigners out of a total of 10,389 masters 
held certificates of competency as masters. 

“4. That a large number of British subjects 
are at present employed (especially as engi- 
neers) in vessels which belong to foreign 
nations. If, therefore, Lord Muskerry’s Bill 

| were passed it might easily lead to these 
nations adopting a retaliatory policy in this 
matter, to the loss and injury of many of His 
Majesty’s subjects. 

“5. That no valid reason has been shown 
why British shipowners should—alone of all 
! employers of labour in this country—be for- 

hidden by Parliament to employ foreigners in 
, their service. 

‘*6. That if such a measure be required it 

should be introduced by yourself as President 
of the Board of Trade into Parliament with the 
authority and upon the responsibility of His 
| Majesty’s Government and not be left to the 
| initiative of a private Member of the House of 
Lords.” 
That is the view taken of the Bill by the 
| shipowners, whom this question most 
intimately concerns, and [ hope your 
Lordships will not give it a Second 
Reading. 





*Lorp MUSKERRY : I quite agree 
with the Shipowners’ Parliamentary Com- 
mittee that this is a Bill which ought to 
be introduced by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, but if the Government will not do 
their duty, and as this is a much needed 
measure, some private Member must do 
so. My noble friend referred to the ship- 
owners, but apparently he does not know 
that they are the most disunited body of 
people in the whole of the United King- 
dom. Just before [| came into your 
Lordships’ House I received a telegram 
‘from the Greenock Chamber of Com- 
merce, warmly approving of the Bill and 
wishing it success. This is a matter of 
national defence, and I am compelled to 
press the Bill to a division. 


On Question, their Lordship divided : 
Contents, 8 ; Not-contents, 74. 
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THE INQUIRY INTO OUR FISCAL 
SYSTEM. 

THe Eart or ROSEBERY, in nsing 
“to make further inquiry as to the in- 
vestigation by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment into our fiscal system,” said—My 
Lords, the object of the notice which | 
have placed upon the Paper is simply 
and solely what it purports to be. I do 
not in any way wish to engage in any 
disquisition as to the general question of 
policy. U only wish to obtain informa- 


tion on a subject on which His Majesty’s | 


Government have been singularly reti- 
cent, and I wish to add to my notice 
these words, ‘‘and to move for any 
Papers relating to the subject.” 


THe DvuKE or DEVONSHIRE: Is 
that in order ? 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: Every- 


thing is in order. I am encouraged to 
do this by the fact that in the other 
House, as I understand, the Govern- 
ment have to-day acceded to the request 
of private Members for Reports from 
foreign countries, and they have also 
promised to Mr. Bowles extensive and 
accurate tables which will assist the 
nation in some degree to arrive at a 
judgment on the important issue which 
is being in so strange and unusual a 
manner submitted to us. After our 
discussion the other night I do not think 


Westmeath, E. 
Yarborough, E. 


Churchill, V. [ ZedZer.] 


Clanwilliam,L.(£ Clanwilliam. 








Kintore, L. (Z. Kintore.) 
Lawrence, L. 

Manners, L. 

Monk Bretton, L. 
Monkswell, L. 

Mostyn, L. 

Mount Stephen, L. 
Muncaster, L. 

O’ Hagan, L. 

Poltimore, L. 
Ribblesdale, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Tweeddale, L. (JZ. Tweeddale.} 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Ventry, L. 

Wimborne, L. 

Windsor, L- 

Wolverton, L. 





that I should so soon have returned t 
the subject if it had not been for the 
singular and inexplicable levity with 
which the Government treated this im- 
portant subject. They have promised 
an inquiry on a subject which I venture 
to say is the most vital that has ever 
been submitted to the judgment of the 
nation for the last half-century—an in- 
quiry which, if it would do justice to the 
subject, should be the most deliberate, 
the most well-reasoned, and—if I may 
use a word by which I set more stress 
than His Majesty's Government—the 
most efficient they could set on foot. 

I will say at once in a word why I 
think -o much of the question of inquiry. 
It is because I believe it is not too much 
to say of the issue that you are sub- 
mitting to the country that it is setting 
the Empire itself at stake. I say deliber- 
ately that, somewhat hastily as I think, 
and certainly without sufficient reflection 
and inquiry, His Majesty’s Government 
have in the last month done nothing 
less than put the very Empire itself at 
stake. Now, when I say that I do not 
mean that, going one way or the other, 
the result of their operations may be to 
put an end tothe Empire. No, that is 
perhaps beyond even the power of His 
Majesty’s Government. But I do say 
that even already the relations between 
this country and the outer Empire have 
been altered by what has taken place ;. 
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and how far they may eventually be 
modified by the operation of the policy 
of His Majesty’s Government—if His 
Majesty's Government have a policy, 
and if it ever come into operation—I 
cannot pretend to predict. But one 
thing I am quite certain of—that if your 
hypothetical policy, or the policy of 
some of you, does come into effect, 
you may increase the wealth of the 
country as you promise to do, you may 
improve the fiscal condition of the Empire 
as you promise to do, you may increase 
the price of the food of your people as 
you promise to do, you may raise the 
wages of yourpopulation as you promise to 
do ; but of one thing I am quite certain, 
that the Empire which you will produce 
by these means will be very different 
from the Empire we have known. We 
have been anxious to prove to the world 
that our Empire meant peace. You 
propose, by your system as far as we 
understand it—and I limit myself in 
discussing it entirely to what has been 
said, and not to hypothetical systems 
which do not exist—you propose by 
your policy to make this an Empire 
bristling with tariffs at every point, 
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brimful of retaliation on the slightest 


pretext, and no longer affording a 
peaceful mart to the nations at large, 
but rather a point of resistance and 
attack wherever our Empire exists in 
the world. 


I say that the Government treat this 
matter with levity. I do not for a 
moment charge them with treating it in 
their hearts with levity ; but I do charge 
it in their proceedings and in their 
speeches. I will, however, acquit the 
Colonial Secretary of any want of earnest- 
ness in his speeches. But the rest of 
the Government in their proceedings and 
speeches do treat this matter with a 
levity which is as reprehensible as it is 
incomprehensible. The other night we 
ventured to ask in humble accents of the 
Government some little information as 
to this inquiry, upon which the future, 
and to some extent the fate, or at any 
rate the shape, of this Empire depends. 
We had two statements in answer— 
because the Foreign Secretary did not 
devote himself to that branch of the 
subject, but addressed himself to the 
point raised by Lord Portsmouth. We 
had the speech of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, which I think I may say, 


The Eurl of Rosebery. 
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| without rushing to any hasty conclusion, 
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had been prepared for some other oc- 
casion. But how did the First Lord of 
the Admiralty treat this matter? He 
treated it in a long preface of jokes ; 
and here I wish to guard myself from 
bringing any charge of levity against 
the jokes of thenoble Earl. But what 
he said in a more serious vein was that 
he was prepared to answer the inquiry 
as to the nature of the investigations 
in which the Government is involved. 
He said—although he is not so reported 
in The Times, which I consulted this 
morning, but I heard him with my own 
ears-—he said that it is to be “a grand 
inquest of the nation.” What is a 
‘grand inquest?” I have looked at all 
the ordinary sources of information, and 
I find that in the strictest sense it means 
a grand jury. I am sure that the noble 
Earl did not mean that we were to 
investigate this question by means of 
grand juries. I am sure that he meant 
to use the phrase in the ordinary and 
metaphorical sense in which it is used— 
in the sense of the House of Commons. 
3ut_ it is quite certain that the 
Government have no intention of in- 
vestigating this subject through the 
medium of the House of Commons, 
because they have denied any possibility 
of discussing the matter to the House 
of Commons, unless the responsible 
Leaders of the Opposition bring forward 
a Vote of Censure. 


THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: Hear, 
hear. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY : Exactly ; 
that is the way in which the noble Duke 
proposes to deal with a matter which 
ought to be removed from Party conflict 
as far as possible. Members of the 
House of Commons are only to treat it 
asa Vote of Censure if they wish to dis- 
cuss this matter of an inquiry. It is 
quite certain that the Government do 
not wish to investigate this matter in 
the High Court of Parliament, and even 
the occasional and fitful discussions in 
the House of Lords are not wholly wel- 
come. What is this grand inquest? It 
is to be conducted, says the noble Earl, 
by the Press and by all Parties. The 
Press? Well, the Press was extremely 
reticent about the matter for a long time 
after the first pronouncement of the 
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Colonial Secretary. They carried the 
banner of protection high, but also they 
carried it closely furled; and although 
they are now beginning to open out on 
the subject, it is not such an investiga- 
tion—the mere canvassing of this matter 
by the Press—which is needed on a 
matter of such Imperial importance. I[ 
do not know what the noble Earl means. 
There is a very popular journal which, 
in the beginning of August, usually opens 
a grand inquest on such questions 
as “ls Marriage a Failure?” and “ What 
shall We do with our Sons?” Ido not 
know whether the First Lord of the 
Admiralty suggests that at the beginning 





of August the various newspapers should | 
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he chooses than the noble Duke, and 
there is no one who can make his mean- 
ing more clear and more succinct ; and | 
confess that I am led to the conclusion, 
not hastily—and I strongly suspect the 
great mass of the nation have arrived at 
it—that there is no inquiry at all, but 
that the allegation of inquiry amounts 
simply to this, that some via media has 
to be found for arranging the irreconcil- 
able differences of the Cabinet; and, 
therefore, permission has been given 
which was not, I suppose, in the least 
degree needed, to each Member of the 
Cabinet to investigate the matter for 
himself. 
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There is one peculiar feature in this 


set up as a subject for correspondence, | inquiry—always taking the hypothesis 
“The Future Fiseal Relations of the | that it exists—there is a unique condition 


Empire.” 


I confess that I regard the | in this inquiry. 


Ministers have said that 


answer of the noble Earl as a rhetorical | Cabinet inquiries are constantly held, and 
flourish, which leads us no further and | that the result of them is not necessarily, 

<* : . | r eye . , . icate > 
gives us no information on a subject on | oT even generally, communicated to the 
which we have a right to information. | public. ‘That is perfectly true. It is a 


Then there came the noble Duke, The | Platitude. 


Sut who in the world, or in 


noble Duke told us that there was no | the history of England, ever heard before 
need for the Government to require | 


further information. 
the information; what they wanted was | 
arrangement. The information was at 
their disposal; they only wanted to| 
arrange it. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I said 
the materials were at our disposal, 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: I do not 


| his plan. 


} 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


of an inquiry conducted by a Cabinet 


They had already | into a poliey which is already announced ? 


The Prime Minister takes great pride in 
He says— 

‘Compare my 
adopted by Sir 
Gladstone.” 


plan with the methods 
Robert Peel and Mr. 


Well, I have the greatest respect and 
friendship for the Prime Minister, but I 
confess that in matters of precedent, of 
Cabinet precedent, political precedent, | 
would rather follow Sir Robert Peel and 


know exactly what distinction the noble; Mr. Gladstone than I would the Prime 
Duke draws between information and | Minister, with all his virtues and abilities. 


the materials at theirdisposal. I suppose 


he means the Returns of the Board of | 


Trade. We know from an answer of the 
Colonial Secretary that no information 
has reached the colonies on this point 
since the Colonial Conference of last 
vear. 
that the noble Duke looks forward to the 


Therefore, I can only suppose | 


But he says— 


**Look at my plan and compare it with the 
plans of Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Gladstone ; 
they broke up their Parties; [ am keeping 
mine together. How otherwise would you 
have proposed to announce a policy of this 
kind?” 

I will tell the Prime Minister at once. 
There is an ordinary and _ recognised 


preparation of statistics that are now | method of communicating any departure 
before the Board of Trade, and, to some | jn the fiscal policy of the country which 


extent, the country, as the sole investi- | 


gation which the Government propose 
to set up. I am led from these answers, 
and the other answers given in the other 
House, to the irresistible conclusion that 
there is no inquiry at all. If there were 
an inquiry the noble Duke would be 
able to explain it. There is no one 
who can make a better statement when 





is furnished by the annual Budget. But 
I am not aware that there was any 
indication, except the repeal of the corn 
tax, in this year’s Budget which could 
lead us to imagine that any great fiscal 
change was meditated. The Prime 
Minister says that by his method he is 
keeping his Party together. I wonder if 
that is so. I must say that I admired 
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the courage of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty the other night. If I had 
nothing else in his speech to admire, I 
admired his courage ; because it seemed 
to me that the whole of that inestimable 
quality for which the Navy is so justly 
distinguished was embodied in the First 
Lord of the Admiralty when he taunted 
the Opposition with their political divi- 
sions. Does the First Lord of the 
Admiralty think that there are no 
divisions in his own Party? I do not 
deny that the Liberal Party have had 
their distractions, but they have only 
two recognised leaders—Lord Spencer, | 
whom we are all so sorry not to see here, | 
and Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman ; | 
and I am not aware of any differences in | 
the expression of the public views of | 
these politicians which are notable, 
certainly not reprehensible. I do not 
think that the First Lord of the 
Admiralty can say this of the 
present Cabinet. I say it is the first 
time in history in which we have had 
an inquiry by the Cabinet into a policy 
which they have already announced, and 
I say frankly that the explanation 
furnished by the Government will not 
do. 

Consider what is the history of this | 
matter. The Colonial Secretary goes | 
down to Birmingham and announces | 
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thought that the preliminary to these 
discussions, to the disclosure of policy. 
and to the General Election would have 
been consultation with the Colonies. 
Then, after a consultation with the 
Co:onies, | suppose, at last, we shall be 
made acquainted with the real policy of 
theGovernment. _I say this will not do ; 
it will not wash. It is not even a repre- 
sentable programme for the Govern- 
ment; and it does not explain the 
position of the inquiry into which it is 
the special object of my Motion to 
investigate. 


The First Lord of the Admiralty told 
us the other night that I was employed 
in discussing schemes which have no 
existence, and in rejecting them. I defy 
the noble Lord to produce any instances 
to prove the allegation. I will read two 
capital sentences, on which every in- 
telligent mind of the country is fixed, 
which represent the clear and intelligible 
policy arrived at, I suspect after much 
private inquiry, and which has been laid 
before the country by the Government. 
The Colonial Secretary has said in one 
speech 

“Tf you are to give a preference to the 
Colonies you must put a tax on food.” 

This is an intelligible proceeding. But 
the second declaration is by far the most 


his programme quite plainly and clearly. | important declaration ever made by a 
At the moment the Prime Minister is | responsible Minister in my lifetime, and 
vindicating the repeal of a tax on food| | want to ask the serious attention of 
to a body of enraged members of his| the noble Duke to this sentence. The 
Party—this united Party—in London. | noble Duke said last Monday that he 
The Colonial Secretary stated quite suc-| agreed with the speeches delivered by 
cinctly what his procedure is going to be ; ‘the Prime Minister and the Colonial 
I cannot pay that compliment to the| Secretary on Friday. He remembered. 
First Lord of the Admiralty. I suppose | or did not remember, seven subjects of 
it is supported by the mass of His| investigation which they had proposed 
Majesty’s Government. There is, first | with which he entirely concurred. I do 
of all, to be an interminable discussion, | not, therefore, presume to ask him with 
reference to these seven subjects of 
investigation, but I do ask his most 


or rather a discussion terminable at such | 
a@ moment as the Government may think 
it expedient to dissolve Parliament and | earnest attention to this sentence— 


appeal to the country. The Govern- 
ment are, at a given moment, when | system b 
they think it most convenient for this | gether.’ 
purpose, to appeal to the country. If} That condemnation of our past 
they receive a mandate, which in this| and present Empire, that sentence so 
case will be a blank cheque, because the | full of omen to the future of our Empire 
plan is not to be previously disclosed—- |—because, after all, it means this, that 
then what are they todo’? Are they to|if the country cannot be persuaded to 
produce their plan ? No; they are then | adopt preferential tariffs our Empire is 
to consult the Colonies. To everybody | gone—that sentence, 1 say, is the 
outside a pantomime one would have! gravest utterance I have heard by any 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


‘« A system of preferential tariffs is the only 
y which this Empire can be kept 
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Minister in my lifetime. What I have 


to ask the noble Duke is this: Does he 
include that sentence in his agreement | 


with the Colonial Secretary’s speech ? 
{The Duke of DEVONSHIRE dissented. ] 
Then Ithink he used words rather 
wider than he intended last Monday, 
and I rejoice to hear his explanation and 
his repudiation ; but in view of these 
declarations on questions of policy which 
have been put before the country, 
neither of which have been repudiated 
by any Member of the Government 
before this moment, we have a right to 
know what is this grand inquest on 
which the Government is engaged. 
Nothing more important has_ ever 
engaged the attention of the nation. 
It cannot be conducted behind a closed 
door or a drawn curtain, and it is useless 
for the Government to try and fence 
with the question. I do not think that 
it is possible for Parliament or the 
country to retain any vestige of that 
spirit which formerly it was believed 
they possessed if the Government can 
keep this secret up their sleeve. At any 
rate I am sure of this, that they are 
unworthy of public confidence if they 
do so. 


I will quote the Prime Minister against 
the Government, and against the 
position of the Government. Very 
trequently this year—I am afraid almost 
al nauseam—I have urged a plan in 
which I conscientiously believe that Lord 
Kitchener for the moment is the best 
person to hold the Seals of the Secretary 
of State for War. When I| brought 
forward that proposition I was read a 
crushing lecture by the Prime Minister. 
He says that [| was digging at the very 
root of Ministerial responsibility. What 
is Cabinet responsibility ? he asked. It 
is a body of men united by a common 
bond and a common policy which they 
are prepared to defend in public on all 


occasions. How could Lord Kitchener, | 


it was asked, with no politics, fit into 
such a system as that? From what I 


can see of the Government, I conceive | 


that Lord Kitchener could fit in very 
well if he had no politics, and I am 
not sure whether he would not be one 
of the most valuable Members of the 
present Cabinet. At any rate, I cannot 
understand how it is that the Prime 
Minister, when he seeks his pillow at 
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night, can reconcile the present position 
of his Government with the doctrine 
he has laid down so strongly of Cabinet 
responsibility. I think, then, that I have 
shown ground for pressing for further 
information as to the nature and con- 
stitution of this inquiry. I think we see 
a distracted Cabinet. We hear of a 
programme of proceedings which is by no 
means in accordance with the best 
political traditions of this country. We 
see a studied reticence as to the inquiry 
in which our future and our fortunes 
are so largely engaged. 


I appeal, then, to His Majesty’s 
Government to give us some further 
information. I would ask them if the 
inquiry is definite and organised. I 
would ask if it is collective or individual, 
because | am bound to say that from 
some indications I am inclined to think 
it is much more individual than col- 
lective. I will ask them if there are 
any defined subjects of inquiry, or 
whether anyone can inquire about what 
he thinks fit. I ask them, further, if the 
results will be made public, or whether 
the nation is to be left entirely without 
guidance as to the proceedings and 
objects of this grand inquest. I will 
hand the neble Duke my Questions if 
he wants to look at them more care- 
fully. [The noble Earl handed a paper 
over to the Duke of Devonshire.] I 
think I have the right to make a 
personal appeal to him in this matter, 
because he has laid down the doctrine 
which I did not think was peculiarly 
applicable when he laid it down, but 
which, at any rate, has peculiar 
pertinence at the present moment. 
He will recognise his words which I 
turn into the plural— 

“T think the country will be disposed to 
take, at their true value, the declarations and 
criticisms of statesmen who, for reasons which 
are not very easy to understand, declined to 
| give their guidance to the country or Parlia- 
;}ment at a moment when that advice and 
guidance might have been useful to influence 
the decision of Parliament, and, I will add, the 
opinion of the nation.” 

These were words addressed to me by 
| the noble Duke, because I declined to 
join in a Vote of Censure on the 
Government. I think the noble Duke 
might take them to heart at this 
moment, and might respond more 
fully and largely than hitherto to the 
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just demand of the nation for further 
information as to this inquiry. 
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THE Lorp PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The DUKE of Devonsuire): 
My Lords, | am indebted to the noble 
Ear] for his kindness and courtesy -in 
presenting me with a list of Questions, 
to obtain answers to which has been his 
sole object in addressing the House to- 
night. I only regret that it did not 
oceur to the noble Earl, if he required 
information in answer to these Questions, 
to have taken what 1 should have 
thought would have been a very obvious 
step—namely, that of giving me notice 
a little earlier. But the nm ble Earl 
avails himseli, I think somewhat fully, 
of the rather lax rules which govern the 
proceedings of this House. Under cover 
of a notice to make further inquiries 
respecting the investigations that are 
being conducted by the Government— 
a notice absolutely vague and indefinite 
in its character—the noble Earl takes 
occasion to make a speech in which, so 
far as | can recollect, only in the last 
sentence has he asked for any informa- 
tion whatever respecting the investiga- 
tion which is going on. The noble 
Earl has taken advantage of this some- 
what vague notice which he has given to 
reply to speeches which were made in 
this House two nights ago, and to some 
speeches which have been made in the 
other House and in the country. My 
Lords, I have no doubt that all of us 
sometimes feel, when we go home after 
taking part in these discussions, a deep 
regret that we had forgotten to say 
something, or that we had not thought 
of something which we very much 
wish had occurred to us in the course of 
the debate. But it is not given to all of 
us to make for himself an opportunity, 
by putting down a perfectly colourless 
and meaningless notice, of saying all the 
things which he wished he had said on a 
previous occasion. 


THe Eart oF ROSEBERY: May | 
ask my noble friend how I could have 
answered the speeches on a previous 
occasion when | spoke before those 
speeches were made ? 


Tue Duxe oF DEVONSHIRE: The 
noble Earl has made a good many 
The Earl of Rosebery, 
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references to speeches which have been 
made not only here, but in the other 
House of Parliament and the country, 
and the noble Earl might, if he had 
thought fit, have taken advantage of 
the debate which we have already had 
in this House on this subject to reply to 
those speeches without raising a fresh 
debate on his own account. If allof us, 
even in this House, took that course, I 
think it would be somewhat inconvenient, 
and obviously one which it is quite 
impossible could be permitted in the 
other House of Parliament. I do not 
suppose that either the notice itself 
which the noble Earl has given or the 
speech which he has made upon it would 
have been allowed for one instant to be in 
order in the other House of Parliament. 
And I doubt very much whether it is to 
the advantage of our debates that such 
extreme laxity as the noble Lord chooses 
to assume for himself should be permitted 
in our House. The noble Earl charges us 
with treating this question with extreme 
levity. He says we have put the Empire 
at stake—I do not know exactly how he 
formulated it—but I understood him to 
say that we have put the Empire at 
stake, and that our explanations and our 
statements in respect of the grave issues 
which have been raised are wholly 
inadequate and insufficient. The noble 
Earl was very indignant when I suggested 
that it was possible that a Vote of Censure 
should be brought forward. If the noble 
karl holds the opinion he has expressed 
to-night, and as 1 gather from his speech 
that he does hold, that His Majesty’s 
Government are trifling with a great sub 
ject, why does he not put that opinion in 
the form of a Resolution 1 Why does he not 
invite the House to express its opinion 
upon that culpable negligence on the 
part of the Government! And if the 
noble Ear! replies, as he probably will, the 
day after to-morrow, to my speech—- 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: 1 
promise the noble Duke I will reply to 
it this evening. 


| Tse DuxkE oF DEVONSHIRE: li 
he replies with his usual complaint that 
he is in a helpless minority in this 
House, I ask the noble Earl whether 
| there are not in the House of Commons 
members of his Party who sufficiently 

_agree with him to challenge the conduct 
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of the Government in that House on 
what he considers to be the culpable 
negligence of the Government. The 
noble Earl at last concluded his speech 
by asking some Questions about the 
nature of the inquiry. I have not been 
able to give sufficient time to the 
extremely condensed Questions which 
he has addressed to me; but I will 
endeavour in the course of what I hope 
will be the not very long observations 
which I shall address to the House, to 
try—I am afraidI can do little more 
than repeat—to try to explain to the 
noble Earl what, in my judgment, 
is the nature of the inquiry which 
the Government are instituting. My 
Lords, the noble Earl has, I think, on 
two occasions gone back on the history 
of this question, and I may say one or 
two words about it, as, in order to explain 
myself, 1 think I ought to do. The 
Colonial Minister made a speech, as he 
stated, entirely on his own _ responsi- 
bility, and not committing the Govern- 
ment to any expression of policy which 
was contained in it, in which he said 
that his attention, as Colonial Minister, 
had been directed to certain questions 
affecting the fiscal policy of this country, 
especially as regarded their bearing on, 
and connection with, the colonies and 
closer colonial union. He referred in 
that speech to the present fiscal re- 
lations between ourselves and our 
colonies, between ourselves and foreign 
countries, and also between foreign 
countries and our colonies; and he 
expressed his desire that these questions 
should be fully considered and examined 
by the country before the country is 
called upon to proceed to another 
election. The Colonial Secretary stated 
on that occasion, with perfect clearness, 
as the noble Earl has admitted, what he 
hoped the result would be. He hoped 
the result of such an inquiry would 
be that the Government of which 
he is a member would ask for a 
mandate, and that the country would 
give to the Government a mandate, 
which would enable him to enter 
into negotiation with the colonies 
with the object of ascertaining whether 
it would be possible to establish any 
closer fiscal relations between ourselves 
and them. Well, I believe that was and 
is the position of Mr. Chamberlain. The 
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noble Earl and the House will see that 
that position isa very long way from the 
point of making definite proposals to 
Parliament, as to which it will be, of 
course, constitutionally necessary that 
the Government, when it makes such 
proposals shall be united in opinion as 
to the action which we may propose to 
Parliament. The noble Earl says that 
the proposed process is a wrong one. 
He says that we ought to have consulted 
the colonies first. 1] am not going into 
that matter now. but this is a subject 
which has been fully dealt with by the 
Colonial Secretary himself. He has 
said—whether he is right or wrong— 
that he holds the opinion that it would 
be most impolitic to ask the responsible 
colonial statesmen to come and discuss 
with him the question of preferential 
tariffs when he had no authority from 
Parliament, or when Parliament had no 
authority from the country, to “justify 
him in entering into such negotiations. 
What would be the position of the 
Colonial Minister if he was to ask the 
Colonial Premiers—— 


TuF Eart or ROSEBERY: Did not 
he discuss it with them last year ? 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: He 
discussed the subject generally, but he 
had no authority. He expressly told 
them 6n that occasion that he had no 
authority to make proposals to them. 
In the Colonial Secretary’s view, and I 
am bound to say also in my view, I do 
not see what would be the advantage of 
asking the Premiers to come here and 
discuss definite detailed proposals for 
preferential treatment of our colonies if, 
after they had returned to their 
colonies, they should find that the 
Colonial Secretary had no authority 
either from Parliament or from the 
country to make such proposals. That, I 
understand, is the position of the 
Colonial Secretary. When I come to 
the position ot the Government, I admit 
it is a different one; but I do not admit 
that it is a position which in any degree 
conflicts with that of the Colonial 
Secretary. We are agreed with the 
Colonial Secretary that the time is ripe 
for a review of the results of our fiscal 
policy of the last fifty years—that the 
time is ripe for a review of the results of 
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a policy which alone amongst all the|capital applied to our industries was 
great nations of the world we have imperilled by the importation of foreign 
adopted—of the results of that policy | goods below cost price. He instanced 
upon our home trade, our trade with in connection with that question the 
foreign nations, our trade with the| Sugar Convention, which has already 
colonies—of the results of that policy been entered into; and quoted, I think, 
upon our manufacturing industries, and | some words of Mr. Gladstone in elucida- 
on the condition of our people—of the tion of his point of view. The second 
results of that policy on our relations | subject for inquiry was whether tariff 
with our colonies. We entirely agree | negotiations with other countries were 
with the Colonial Secretary that the time not rendered increasingly difficult and 
is ripe for such a review. ‘ But, whether almost impossible by our present fiscal 
the result of such an inquiry will be to system. The third was whether the 
join us in asking the country to give to colonies were unable to give us, even if 
the Colonial Secretary the mandate which they desired it, preferential treatment 
he hopes to receive—that is a question | without running the risk of foreign 
which can only be decided after the jntervention. The fourth point was 
inquiry is concluded. My Lords, it will whether union with the colonies by 
depend on the result of that inquiry | eloser fiscal relations could not be made 
whether we shall be in a position to ask possible. And the Prime Minister further 
the country for a mandate at all on the | jndicated, although he did not name it 
subject, and, if so, what mandate— 45 one of the subjects of the inquiry, that 
whether it be a mandate extending to the jn his judgment there was no logical or 
large poliey which has been indicated in | substantial reason why such a policy as 
the Colonial Secretary's speeches, or was indicated by the Colonial Secretary 
whether it be a mandate far more re- gould not be carried out without any 
stricted in its scope. But until the TRO | icceeene ie the cmt of living to the 
comes when we are called upon to ask the 
country whether we are to receive a new 
mandate on this subject or not, I fail to On the same occasion the Colonial 
see that any case has been made out why | Secretary indicated one or two subjects 
it is necessary that we should all be in| which he desired to see inquired into. 
perfect harmony and agreement in our He asked whether it was a fact that 
views upon these questions. the exports of our manufactures to the 
colonies exceed our exports to all the 
protected States and the United 
States of America combined. He asked 
next whether it was a fact that our 
exports to the protected States are 


working classes. 


The noble Earl wants to know what is 
the nature of the inquiry. I do not 
think it is possible, at this stage at all 
events, fully to answer the question. 
[ have always said, and I desire still tosay, | @XPOT'S tO _ . E 
that it is not inquiry alone, but discussion, diminishing in quantity and in value. Hi 
that is necessary, in my opinion. I donot asked a further question, the form o: 
think it is possible at this stage of the Which, I believe, was not perfectly 
inquiry and discussion strictly to define accurately stated, whether it was not 
or to limit the subjects which are to be | better to cultivate trade with 10,000,00C 
inquired into and discussed. I referred | of our kinsmen—I believe he stated the 
the other night to the speeches delivered figure too high—he said £10 per head 

| —but that does not invalidate the argu- 


two days before by the Prime Minister 
and the Colonial Secretary. I did not ™ment—at a large amount per head than 
say, or at all events did not intend to | to conciliate 300,000,000 of foreigners 


say, as the noble Earl seems to have | Who only trade with us to the extent or 
understood, that I agreed with every- ® Very few shillings per head. I am 
thing that was contained in those two 0t in the least saying that this is an 
speeches. I referred to them as indi- ¢Xhaustive or definite list of the 
cating the nature amd scope of the |Subjects to be inquired into, There 
inquiry. The Prime Minister indicated| may be, and undoubtedly are, 
four points which he considered were | other subjects which will occur at 
subjects for inquiry. The first was | once to the mind of every man who has 
whether the necessary provision of paid any attention to the problem ; 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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there are others which undoubtedly will 
develop in the course of the inquiry. 
But I ask, taking that list only, whether 
the noble Earl or noble Lords opposite 
are prepared to say that these are ques- 
tions which they have considered so 
fully and completely as to be satisfied 
that no inquiry is necessary, or whether, 
on the other hand, they are prepared to 
say that those subjects are absolutely 
immaterial and have no relation to the 
question whether our fiscal policy does 
or does not require some revision to 
meet the altered circumstances of the 
country and of the Empire. 

This being the nature of the inquiry, 
I say that it is absolutely impossible to 
limit its dimensions, to confine it within 
strictly defined limits. It is impossible 
to say beforehand, at the very com- 
mencement of this inquiry and dis- 
cussion what subjects ‘lie within it and 
what subjects are outside it. Neither 
can we, in my opinion, limit the number 
or the character of those who may be 
called upon. or whose duty it will be to 
take part in the inquiry. We have 
already said that, as a Government, we 
have considered it our duty to enter upon 
this inquiry; and we shall avail our- 
selves of all the means at our disposal to 
make it a thorough and, we trust, a 
satisfactory inquiry. We are quite con- 
vinced that we cannot—nor do we desire 
to—exclude any other body of our fellow | 
subjects from taking their part in this 
inquiry also. In my view, every 
Member of Parliament, every candidate 
for a Parliamentary seat, and, so far as 
he is able to make himself acquainted 
with the question at issue, every elector 
is bound to take his share in this in- 
quiry ; and I| believe that even those’ 
who most deprecate the raising of this 
question, those who are apparently con- 
vinced that we live under the most 
perfect fiscal institutions that can be | 
conceived, will be compelled — indeed, 
they have already found themselves com- | 
pelled—to take their share in the inquiry. 
The noble Earl himself, in his first speech 
on this subject, delivered, I think, at 
the City of London Liberal Club, took a | 
very useful and a very prominent part 
inthis inquiry, and produced a great 
variety of arguments which led him to | 
doubt—as many of us doubt, and as [| 
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Those who have taken up a still more 
| pronounced position than the noble Earl, 
those who deprecate any investigation 
whatever, are also bound by the very 
| necessity of their position to join us in 
this inquiry. Their view is that we 
‘occupy the best possible position under 
the best possible fiscal system ; and it is 
for them, after the lapse of fifty years, 
and especially after the experience which 
has been gained during the last twenty 
years, to establish that view. I think I 
said on the first occasion that I 
addressed the House upon this subject 
that upon those who advocate this 
change in our fiscal system rests the 
burden of proof; and I adhere to that 
opinion. But I also hold that upon those 
who assert—if there are any who do 
assert it—that the advantages of the 
present system are so firmly, con- 
clusively, and absolutely established as 
to be beyond inquiry also rests the 
burden of proof of the accuracy and 
justice of their assertion. I can only 
say in conclusion that I deeply regret 
the noble Earl should have postponed to 
the very end of his able and eloquent 
speech the Questions of which he might 
have given me notice a day or two ago. 
At all events, I am not prepared to 
enter into a detailed definition of the 
scope and course of this inquiry without 
further notice than that which the noble 
Karl has thought fit to give me. 


Lorpv TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
J do not intend to enter into the general 
discussion of this important subject, and 
so far as I have any remarks to make 
they will be entirely directed to the 
speech we have just heard from the 
noble Duke. The noble Duke took ex- 
ception to the speech of my noble friend 
Lord Rosebery, because, he said, until 
the last sentences there was no attempt 
on his part to press the Question which 
formed his notice on the Paper. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: There 
was no Question. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I maintain 
that my noble friend’s speech through- 
out was one continuous demand for 
further information with regard to the 


myself gravely doubt—the expediency of | nature and the scope of the inquirv 
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which has been instituted by the Governe 
ment. The noble Duke has given no 
information whatever in his speech 
beyond that which has already been 
vouchsafed either in this House or in 
the other. He has not extended by one 
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iota that information, and he has not 
attempted to answer any one of the four 
points specially pressed on his notice by 
my noble friend Lord Rosebery. The 
noble Duke cited seven propositions. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Not 
propositions. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Well, seven 
subjects for inquiry, put forward in 
the other House by the Prime Minister 
and the Colonial Secretary, and asked 
whether they were not fit subjects for 
inquiry. Of course they are fitting sub- 
jects for inquiry, and I hope that es- 
pecially the points raised by the Colonial 
Secretary will be taken up in this inquiry 
and thoroughly searched. Wehaveno fear 
of the result of such a search. The 
noble Duke took exception to the 
weighty words of my noble friend when 
he described the situation as one which 
involved the position of the Empire being 
at stake. Well, my Lords, I think 
sufficient proof of that may be found 
from the lips of the noble Duke’s 
colleagues and ex-colleagues. One ex 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has de 
scribed the situation as— 

‘* A gamble with the food of the people.” 
Another Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has described this policy as— 

‘*Deeply injurious to the country, and one 
which would do more to dis-unite than unite 
the Empire.” 

Whilst the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer says— 

“T cannot be a party toa policy which, in 

my opinion, would be detrimental both to this 
country and to the colonies.” 
The noble Duke then says, “If those 
opinions are shared by the Opposition, 
if they think that so grave a state of 
affairs has been arrived at, why do not 
they challenge the Government by a 
Vote of Censure? I will answer the 
noble Duke by another question. Will 
the Government give us a_ straight 
issue on the simple point, Is it good 
policy that preferential tariffs shall be 
placed on the food of the people ? 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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I will tell the noble Duke why such a 
Motion has~ not been put forward ; 
indeed, he gave the answer to his own 
question in the very next section of his 
speech. He said that, after all, there 
was no policy adopted by the Govern- 
ment; that the Colonial Secretary on 
his own motion had put forward certain 
proposals ; that those proposals were 
not adopted by the Government, and 
that they were merely subjects for 
discussion. The noble Duke knows 
perfectly well that if a Motion were 
brought forward in the other House 
challenging the point it would be met 
by the Government with the statement 
that they had merely offered certain 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary for 
examination and discussion by the 
country, and they would taunt us with 
the charge that we were afraid of 
inquiry, and that our cause was so 
bad that it could not stand investiga- 
tian. My Lords, we are not afraid of 
inquiry, and we find no fault with the 
proposal for an inquiry, but what we do 
find fault with are the methods and tle 
manner, and the condition under which 
this inquiry is going to be held, or, 
rather, | should say the method and thie 
manner, and the conditions under which 
this so-called inquiry is not going to he 
held. This is a matter of the highest 
interest. It is a matter of extreme 
intricacy, and one would have imagined 
that this inquiry would have been hel: 
by statesmen, by experts, by professors 
of economics quietly. One would have 
thought that even the Colonial Secretary 
himself. might have sat as a learner 
from the results of such an inquiry. 
Again and again has it been said that 
this is not merely an inquiry, but, still 
more, a discussion. Well, I contend that 
the words discussion, debate, and inquiry 
are almost contradictory of one another, 
and to suppose that a matter of this sortcan 
be fairly, squarely, and impartially decided 
upon by discussion on the platform and 
in the Press seems to me to be a curious 
view of the situation. Then the noble 
Duke said that this question of preferen- 
tial tariffs had not been before the 
colonies. That is one of the most extra- 
ordinary statements I have ever heard 
made. This subject was brought before 
the Colonial Premiers at the Colonial 
Conference, and was, moreover, made 
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The Inquiry into 


the subject of a paragraph in their Report, 


which I will venture to read in order to | 
remind the noble Duke of what the views | 


of the colonies were as expressed by their 
Premiers at that Conference. On page 
thirty-nine of the Report will be found 
these words :— 


‘* In connection with the discussion of pre- 
fe:ential trade the Conference also considered 
the point raised by the Commonwealth Govern- 
ment as to the possibility of the colony having 
most-favoured-nation treatment in foreign 
countries in the event of their giving a tariff 
preference to British goods. 


are almost exclusively acticles of food or raw 
materials for various industries, the possibility 
of discrimination against them in foreign 
markets was not regarded as serious, and as 
the exports of foreign countries to the colonies 
are mainly manutactured articles, it was 
recognised that if such discrimination did take 
place the colonies had an effective remedy in 
their hands.” 


Therefore the Colonial Premiers abso- 
lutely put it on record that, in this 
matter of preferential discrimination, 
they themselves had the power in their 
own hands to do whatever was necessary 
in the way of retaliation against foreign 
countries. The noble Duke says that the 
position of the Government does not 
conflict with that of the Colonial Secre- 
tary. Well, my Lords, that seems to me 
to be a strange statement. At any rate 
the position of the Government so far 
conflicts with the opinion of the Colonial 
Secretary that they are not ready to 
make themselves responsible for this policy 
which he puts forwardas the only one which 
can bind the various parts of the Empire 
together. Surely there can hardly be a 
greater conflict between responsible 
Ministers of the Crown than when the 
Minister who is responsible for the 
Government of the colonies says to his 
colleagues such and such a policy is 
absolutely essential to keep the colonies 
together, and then his colleagues say : 
“This is a matter of secondary import- 
ance. It is one only for inquiry, and 
we must postpone this policy till some 
future occasion when further discussion 
has taken place upon it.” If these are 
conditions under which _ responsible 
Cabinet Government can be carried on in 
this country they are entirely novel ones, 
and I think the precedent of the present 
Government will not be held up by 
future ones in preference to those of 
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exports from the colonies to foreign countries | 
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| were more careful and particular as to 
agreement amongst themselves. 


THE Duke or RUTLAND: I have no 
intention of entering into the discussion 
/raised by the noble Earl on the cross 
benches, but I think the speech of the 
/noble Lord who has just sat down may 
_be regarded as the best justification for 


'the noble Duke’s challenging those who 


take such strong views on this subject to 
produce their Vote of Censure. The 
noble Lord said they did not know what 
they had to censure, and then he pro- 
ceeded to formulate a Vote of Censure. 
He went on to show that the Vote of 
Censure which they were prepared to 
move was to the effect that any imposi- 
tion of a tax on the food of the people 
was objectionable. If that is the Motion 
they are prepared to move—well, why 
don’t they move it ? 


THE EarRL or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I do not think the noble Duke 
has much reason to complain of the 
laxity which, he says, I allowed myself 
in enlarging in my speech the subject of 
which I had given notice, because I 
observe that the noble Duke had made 
no inconsiderable preparations to deal 
with all those subjects, which seems to 
me to prove, either that we were both 
out of order, or that he anticipated with 
some confidence the discussion that has 
taken place. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: 1 
knew you. 


Tue EakL OF ROSEBERY: I trust 
the noble Duke al-o knew the House of 
Lords, although I observe that he 
indicated a wish to reform its procedure, 
from which I would advise him to 
desist, having hid some experience of 
that matter. I would only call attention 
to one or two points raised by the noble 
Duke. The Government always tell us 


what they are going to inquire into. 


They never tell us who is going to 
inquire. Itis not enough to tell me that 
I may inquire. I can do that without 
the permission of the Government. 
It is not enough to tell candi- 
dates for Parliament that they 


‘ _may inquire. They can do that without 
earlier Governments and Ministers who | 


the permission of the Government. 
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The noble Duke always says: ‘‘We 
think that the inquiry should do this; 
we think that after the inquiry has 
taken place we should do that;” but 
my question is what the inquiry is, 
and who is conducting it, and by what 
methods? The noble Duke must tell 
us that. Is the Cabinet sitting like 
the Council of National Defence, to 
inquire? Is it a committee? 


vegimental 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: The 
Prime Minister, answering a Question 
in the other House, said the inquiry 
would be conducted by His Majesty's 
Government, and not by a_ Royal 
Commission or a Committee of the 
House, or by any Departmental Com- 
mittee. The inquiry would be conducted 
by the Cabinet itself, and would not 
necessarily lead to a Report. 


THE EarL oF ROSEBERY: Then 
may I| ask the noble Duke for a distinct 
answer to this question? Is the Cabinet, 
or is it not, conducting any inquiry 
into these matters ? 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: 
Cabinet is conducting an inquiry. 


The 


THE Ear oF ROSEBERY: Then at 
last we have a definite understanding. 
The twenty members of the Cabinet 
are conducting an investigation into 
the fiscal system of the country. I 
am very glad to hear it. I do not depre- 
cate it. I do not think it the non- 
partisan committee which ought 
to investigate this matter, but, at 
any rate, we have at last, after a month 
of questioning, elicited the information 
that the Cabinet has begun to inquire. 
That is really the gist of the whole 
matter. We now may hope that when 
the Cabinet hold their meetings they are 
not conducting the ordinary administra- 
tion of the country, but that they are 
investigating the fiscal system. That is 
all we know. The noble Duke called 
attention to the fact that I did not 
challenge the opinion of the House by 
a Vote of Censure on the proceedings of 
His Majesty’s Government. The noble 
Duke supplied one answer, and I had 
already supplied the other. He supplied 
the answer that it would be preposterous 


for any one without a considerable 
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following in this House to challenge @ 
Government which owns the almost 
unanimous support of the House, and 
that it would give a very false notion 
abroad as to the division of public 
opinion on this matter. I supplied by 
anticipation the other answer, and it 
was this—that I do not think that the 
future or the fate of this Empire as 
defined by the Colonial Secretary should 
be made a question of Party recrimination 
and partisan discussion. For my part, 
however much the Government may 
wish to throw it into the arena of Party 
politics, I, at any rate, shall endeavour to 
keep it, as far as can be, out of it. The 
noble Duke in his speech has indicated a 
perfectly new theory of the functions of 
Cabinet Government in this country. 
He says— 


Canteens. 


“ Weare to discuss and we are to investigate, 
but there is no reason why we should be a 
united Cabmet on this policy until we have 
disclosed it.” 


Surely that is one of the most re- 
markable theories of Cabinet Govern- 
ment that has ever been disclosed in this 
country or in the world. On the most 
important fiscal question, and, as it 
affects the Empire, the most important 
of all questions which touch the honour 
of the country, the Cabinet is allowed to 
be a disunited body, to make speeches in 
any direction they please until they 
have arrived at a conclusion, at a policy 
on which they can unite. I venture to 
say that the whole theory of Cabinet 
Government has never been reduced to 
such a nullity or to such ridicule. 


The Motion was not pressed. 


REGIMENTAL CANTEENS. 


Eart GREY asked His Majesty's 
Government sf it was quite clear that 
under the new rules for the manage- 
ment of refreshment branche: of 
regimental institutes, 1903, every 
regimental commanding officer had the 
power to apply the co-operative principle 
to the management of his regimental 
canteen. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For WAR (The Earl of Harp- 
WICKE): I can assure the noble Lord 
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that whenthe regulations were framed 
the intention of the Secretary of State and 
of the Commander-in-Chief was that the 
attention of general officers commanding 
should be called to the subject; but it 
was never contemplated that officers in 
command of regiments would be refused 
permission to manage their regimental 
canteens in the way they thought 
most suitable. Until the noble Earl 
suggested the doubt, none of the military 
authorities were aware that it was possible 
toentertain suchadoubt. The tendency 
of the regulations is to give large 
authority to the general officers com 
manding, but also to allow officers com- 
manding regiments to conduct their 
canteens in the way they consider best. 


Returns, 


Eart GREY said that the answer was 
quite satisfactory, as removing the 
doubts which had existed. 


BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 


Amendment reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday 
next. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BILLS IN PAR- 
LIAMENT) BILL. 


EDUCATION (BORROWING) BILL. 
CONTRACTS (INDIA OFFICE) BILL. 


Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed. 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [H.L.1. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes past Seven o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’elock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 2nd July, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


{2 JuLy 1903} 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Erith Tramways and Improvement 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 
{ New Title. } 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. As amended, considered, 
to be read the third time To-morrow. 


Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amendments, 
trom the Police and Sanitary Committee ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock 
Bill. Reported [Parties do not proceed |; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
BILL. 


Petition from Plymouth, against ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Renfrew, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Dunfermline, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of the 25th June, 1903, under the 
Merchant Shipping Act. 1894, authoris- 
ing the Corporation of Trinity House to 
appoint Sub - Commissioners for the 
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Questions. 


Examination of Pilots for certain Ports; countries in savings banks with the 


in the County of Cumberland [by Act] ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. 

Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council altering the Scale set out in the 
Second Schedule to the Act, for the 
purpose of the levying of Light Dues in 
pursuance of the Act [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 25th June, 1903, entitled The 
Swaziland Order in Council, 1903 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MINT. 


Copy presented, of Thirty-third Annual 
Report of the Deputy Master and 
Comptroller of the Mint, 1902 jby 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (LIABILITY FOR 
INCREASE IN BRITISH SOLDIERS’ 
PAY). 

Return presented, 


relative thereto 


[Address 15th May ; Sir Charles Lilke] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


PREFERENTIAL TRADE. 

Return ordered,‘ showing, with regard 
to those countries where we do not 
enjoy, ‘“e jure or de facto, most-iavoured- 
nation treatment the character and 
amount of the advantages granted to 
other countries; showing also the 
amount of British trade with such 
countries for the five years preceding 
and the five years succeeding the date 
when the differentiation came into force 
in each case.” —(Sir Edgar Vincent.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Savings of Working Classes at Home 

and Abroad. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : To ask the Postmaster-General, 
if the Returns furnished to him by the 
post offices of the United States, France, 
and Germany, enable him to give the 
House any means of comparing the 
savings of the working classes in those 


any comparison would be worthless. 


| State for 


savings of the working men of the United 
Kingdom in the Post Office Savings Bank ; 
and, if not, if he can obtain this informa- 


| tion through the Foreign Office or other- 


wise. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
There are no savings banks in connection 
with the post offices of the United States 
or Germany, and the conditions of the 
post office savings banks in France and 
the United Kingdom are so different that 
For 
example, no one may have an account of 
more than £60 in the French bank, 
whereas the limit in this country is £200. 
On the 3lst December, 1901, there were 
3,806,000 depositors in the French Post 
Office Savings Bank, and the amount to 
their credit was £43,215,600. On the 
same date there were 8,788,000 depositors 
in the British Post Office Savings Bank, 
and the amount to their credit was 
£140,393,000. 


Report of Indian Irrigation Commission. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will state when the Report of the Irri- 


| gation Commission will be laid upon the 


Table of the House. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) | am informed by the Govern- 
ment of India that, owing to delay in 
printing, the Report of the Irrigation 
Commission will not be ready, in India, 
before the 4th of July. As soon as I 
receive the copies which I have asked the 
Government of India, to send they will 
be distributed to hon. Members, but at 
present I cannot say when this will be. 


Agricultural Banks in India. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
India if he will state the 
number of agricultural banks which have 
been established in India and where they 
are situated; and has he any Reports 
showing the results of this experiment. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 1 am unable to state how 
many agricultural banks have been 
established in India. The number is, 
however, inconsiderable, and they are on 
a purely experimental footing. I propose 
to lay upon the Table the Report of the 
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Committee appointed to report on the, 
subject of agricultural banks in India. 


(Juestions. 


Return of Plague Inoculation in India. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, in order to 
judge of the value of the plague serum 
inoculation, he will arrange for a Return 
to be kept of all persons inoculated, and 
of those who subsequently succumb to 
plague. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Returns of the kind referred 
to are already maintained in most 
provinces. I am in communication 
with the Viceroy with the object of 
securing, in future Returns, such 
increased completeness and accuracy 
as the circumstances permit. 


Separation of Judicial and Executive 


ctions in Indian Administration. 

Mr EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, with regard to the 
memorial urging the separation of 
judicial and executive functions in 
Indian administration, presented in 
August 1899, can some statement be 
placed before Parliament showing what 
course has been followed since that 
memorial was forwarded to the Indian 
Government, and what is the general 
view taken of this subject by that 
authority or by the Viceroy or Council ; 
and can any of the more recent corre- 
spondence on this question between the 
Government of India and the Secretary 
of State be presented to Parliament at 
an early date. 


(Answered ly Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) No correspondence on the 
Subject has passed between the Viceroy 
and myself since the memorial was 
referred for the consideration of the 
Government of India, and I am not 
aware of the view taken by that 
Government of the questions raised. 
The memorial was referred by the 
Government of India to local govern- 
ments for their opinions, which I 
understand have been received and are 
under consideration. 


City of Bombay Improvement Act, 1898. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
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whether, in view of the anxiety felt in 
respect of the working of the provisions 
of The City of Bombay Improvement 
Act, 1898, notably the clauses relating 
to the constitution of the board and 
acquisition of land, he will impress on 
the Government of Bombay the ex- 
pediency of deferring to the representa- 
tions embodied in the petition addressed 
to the Governor by the members of 
the Ratepayers’ Association. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I have not seen the petition 
referred to, and I am not disposed to 
interfere in the manner suggested. I 
have no reason to doubt that the 
representations of the Association will 
receive due consideration from the 
Government of Bombay. 


Railway Development in India. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the Government will 
press forward railway development in 
India, in view of the Report of Mr. T. 
Robertson ; do they propose to adopt his 
suggestions, and in particular to increase 
the inducements to the investing public 
by improving the conditions under 
which guarantees are given; and will 
he further consider how far surplus 
profits from guaranteed railways can be 
devoted to reduction of rates. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Betore taking action upon 
Mr. Robertson’s Report it will be neces- 
sary to obtain the views of the Govern- 
ment of India, who will shortly address 
us on the subject. With regard to the 
last part of the hon. Member’s Question, 
the matter of the reduction of rates on 
Indian railways, so far as it can be 
effected without undue loss of revenue, 
is one that is kept constantly in view. 


CoLtoneEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if it is intended to lay upon the 
Table Mr. Robertson’s Report on Indian 
Railways, and if the House will have an 
opportunity of discuss ng same. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Copies of Mr. Robertson’s 
Report will, I hope, be distributed in the 
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course of a few days. I do not under- 
stand the hon. Member to ask for any 
special opportunity for its discussion 
under present circumstances, as explained 
in my answer to the hon. Member for 
Cockermouth. 


China Squadron—Gun Sights. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH — (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can state whether the 
sights of every ship in the China 
Squadron have been recently altered by 
the armourers or artificers of the respec- 
tive vessels. 


(Answered 2» Mr. Arnold-Forster.) No 
Report to tl.is effect has been received, 
but the battleships have been prepared 
for the reception of the improved pattern 
sight, so as to avoid delay after delivery. 


Channel Fleet—Defective Gun Sights. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
gun sights of H.M.S. “ Majestic,” flag- 
ship in the Channel Squadron, have 
been proved to be defective and have 
required alteration; and whether the 
gun sights in any other ships in the 
Channel Squadron are defective; and, 
if so, what steps are being taken to 
restore efficiency to the guns of the 
Channel Fleet. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) Ex- 
perience has shown that modifications 
in the system of turret sighting as 
originally fitted to the ships of the 
“Majestic” type are desirable. Im- 
proved gear has been prepared, and is 
being issued to all battleships of the 
Channel Fleet, and is nearly complete. 


Wheat Duty in France. 

CotoneL DENNY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade what 
is the duty per quarter upon wheat 
charged upon entry into France; and 
what is the present price of wheat in 
France compared with the price of the 
same quality in Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
French import duty on wheat is at the 
rate of seven tranes per 100 kilogrammes, 
equal to 12s. 24d. per quarter. The 
average of the prices of wheat at the 
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eleven French markets for which particu- 
lars are given in the Journal Officiel 
for the 29th June was 40s. 84d. per 
quarter. The (Gazette average price 
of British wheat in England and Wales 
for the week ended 20th June was 
27s. 6d. per quarter. 


(Juestions. 


Imports and Exports between Foreign 
Countries carried in British Ships. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
of the Board of Trade whether he 
can furnish figuresshowing the aggregate 
tonnage of, and the value of the imports 
and exports by, British shipping entered 
and cleared between foreign countries, 
for the latest year in respect of which 
such statistics are available, and for 
each of the preceding nine years; or if 
such statistics arenot at present available, 
whether he willendeavour toobtainthem. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) It is not 
possible to state the aggregate tonnage of 
British vessels entered and cleared 
between foreign countries, since the 
information available only relates to 
certain foreign countries, and, more- 
over, the figures of these countries if 
added together would involve a consider- 
able amount of duplication. The follow- 
ing particulars for certain foreign 
countries may be of interest to the 
hon. Member, though for the reason 
stated they should not be added up. 
Estimated tonnage of British Vessels 
entered and cleared with cargoes and in 
ballast at ports in the undermentioned 
countries in trade with countries other 
than the United Kingdom—Russia, 1900, 
3,674,000 tons; Sweden, 1901, 788,000 
tons; Norway, 1900, 148,000 tons; 
Germany, 1901, 2,671,000 tons; France, 
1901, 7,253,000 tons; Belgium, 1901, 
4,504,000 tons; Holland, 1901, 2,730,000 
tons; Austria Hungary, 1901, 185,000 
tons; United States, 1901, 14,421,000 
tons; Chile, 1901, 3,099,000 tons; 
Argentine, 1900, 2,195,000 tons. It is 
not possible to state the value of imports 
and exports carried by these vessels. 


Imports into the Self-Governing Colonies. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, if he can state the amount dur- 
ing the last five years of the imports into 
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the self-governing colonies of foreign 
manufactures, distinguishing if possible 
between those articles in which we com- 
pete and those in which we do not com- 
pete. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I regret 
that the Colonial Statistical Returns do 
not classify imports from foreign 
countries into manufactured and un- 
manufactured articles. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade what is the value of the 
imports of British produce into the self- 
governing colonies per head of their 
aggregate population. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) In 
1902 the value of British produce ex- 
ported to the self-governing colonies was 
about £5 10s. per head, if the coloured 
population of South Africa be omitted, or 
£4 8s. per head of their aggregate 
population. 


Greek Currant Monopoly. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if any communications have passed 
between the Foreign Office and the Greek 
Government respecting the proposed 
syndicate to monopolise the currant crop 
of that country. 


‘Answered by Lord Cranborne.) 1 would 
draw the attention of the hon. Member 
to the answer given by me, on the 24th 
ultimo, to the hon. Member for Hythe.t 


Compensation for Sparks Bill—Horses 
for the Army. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): To ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Hunts, as_represent- 
ing the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, will he state when he 
proposes to proceed with the Compensa- 
tion for Sparks Bill, as promised by his 
predecessor ; and whether he has yet 
issued the circulars giving particulars to 
farmers and horse breeders of the 
requirements of the War Office for 
Army horses, which were also promised 
by his predecessor. 


+ See page 387. 
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(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The question of the payment of com- 
pensation for damage done by sparks 
from railway engines is engaging the 
attention of my noble friend, but we 
are not aware of any promise given by 
our late colleague to introduce legisla- 
tion on the subject. In any case, the 
condition of public business is such that 
it would not be possible for any legisla- 
tion to be undertaken during the present 
session. With regard to the second part 
of the Question, the War Office have 
issued a leaflet giving particulars of the 
regulations with regard to the pur- 
chase of Army Remounts. This leaflet 
has been published in the Journal of the 
Board of Agriculture, and copies have 
been sent to applicants for information 
on the subject. I have given directio \s 
that a copy shall be sent to the hon. Mem- 
ber. We shall be glad to consider whether 
any further steps can with advantage be 
taken to give publicity to the War 
Office requirements, but I may say that 
the number of horses purchased 
annually in normal times of peace is 
stated by that office to be not more 
than 2,500. 


Arbitration under the Labourers Acts in 
Dundalk. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland it he has received 
the protest of the Dundalk District 
Council of 15th June against the action 
of the arbitrator under the Labourers 
Acts in awarding an average of £32 an 
acre to owners as compared with £18 to 
occupiers for land compulsorily acquired. 
which the Council offered £25 an acre 
for all round; can he say by whom the 
arbitrator was appointed; is hea land 
agent ; and will care be taken that no 
person directly connected with a p irticu- 
lar interest in Irish land shall in future 
act as arbitrator under the Labourers 
Acts, 


(Answered by Mr. IVyndham.) Repre- 
sentations to the effect stated were re- 
ceived. The arbitrator was appointed 
by the Local Government Board; the 
gentleman appointed is a land agent and 


surveyor. It would not, 1 am afraid, 
be practicable to act on the suggestion 
with which the Question concludes. 
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The persons selected for employment as 
arbitrators in such matters are persons 
with an extensive experience of the 
value of land, and who, it is considered, 
will discharge their duties in a con- 
scientious and impartial manner. 


Letterkenny Railway Station Proposed 
Bridge. 


Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Board of 
Works in Ireland propose to accede to 
the request of the Letterkenny Urban 
Council to erect an overhead bridge for | 
the convenience of passengers crossing at 
the Letterkenny Railway Station to the 
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opposite platform to and from the trains 
on the Burtonport line. 

(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No such 
application has been made by the District | 
Council to the Commissioners of Works. | 
It is understood, however, that the | 
Council has communicated on the subject | 
with the Board of Trade, to which | 
Department the Question should properly | 
be addressed. 


Letterkenny Railway. 
Mr. McFADDEN: To ask the Chief | 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant o’ | 
Ireland if he will direct the Board of 
Works in Ireland to supply the hon. 
Member for East Donegal, as_ the 
arbitrator appointed by the Donegal 
County Council, to sign the accounts 
of the amounts payable by the County | 
Council in respect of the Letterkenny | 
Railway guarantee, with a copy of the 
working agreement between the Board | 
of Works and the Lough Swilly Railway | 
Company as to the working of the | 
Letterkenny Railway, in order that he | 
may see that the terms of the agree- | 
ment are carried out by the company, | 
or what remedy the County Council | 
and the public have in reference to the | 
late repeated complaints made as to 
the working of this railway by the 
company. , 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The agree- 
ment made between the Board of Works 
and the Lough Swilly Railway Company 
will, of course, be accessible to the hon. 
Member in his capacity of arbitrator 
during the arbitration proceedings. It 





would be contrary to the invariable 
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practice of the Board to communicate 
copies of such agreements, and it is un- 
desirable on general grounds to create a 
precedent. I shall be prepared, however, 
if the hon. Member so desires, and with- 
out interfering with the liberty of action 
of the Board of Works in this respect, to 
lay a copy of the agreement on the Table 
of the House. 


(Questions, 


Case of Thomas Wheatly. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of 
Thomas Wheatly, at present an inmate 
of the Kilmacthomas Union, County 
Waterford, who left the County Water- 
ford about the year 1878, and has been 
employed principally with the same firm 
in Scotland since then until last October, 
when he got employment in Wales ; 
whether, seeing that this man lost his 
leg when in the employment of a colliery 
company near Glasgow, can he state 
what compensation did he get from the 
company; and will he explain why, 


_when Wheatly was compelled to enter a 
‘union near his place of employment in 


Wales, he was made a charge on Irish 
ratepayers rather than on the people 
among whom he worked. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) In the 
circumstances stated, the removal of this 
man to the place of his birth would 
appear to have been in accordance with 
the law. I have no reason to doubt 
the accuracy of the several statements in 
the Question, and I have no information 
to enable me to say whether Wheatly 
received compensation from the colliery 
company. 


Irish Land Bill. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR’ (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
would embody in the Irish Land Bill 
such modification of the 31st section of 
the Irish Land Act, 1881, as would 
enable small farmers in Ireland to 
borrow money at 34 per cent. for fifty 
years for the purpose of building suit- 
able dwelling houses. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
section of the Act of 1881 to which the 
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hon. Member refers, is part of the com- 
plicated Code of Statutes dealing with 
Improvement Loans in Ireland. It 
would be impossible to burden the 
Trish Land Bill with legislation on this 
difficult subject. 


(Questions. 


County Infirmaries in Ireland. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant a 
Return showing the charges and liabili- 
ties affecting each county infirmary in 
Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 do not 
know whether it will be practicable to 
give the Return. I am making inquiry 
into the matter, however, and will com- 
municate with the hon. Member as soon 
as I am in a position to do so. 


Porthcawl Rifle Range. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is proposed to complete the 
construction of the Porthcawl rifle range 
in Glamorganshire ; and, if so, whether 


he can state approximately what the 
proposed expenditure will be. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The site is available for use as a field- 
firing range without any expense for 
construction. The estimated cost of 
constructing a sectional range is £2,500, 
but as such a range at Porthcawl would 
be used principally by the auxiliary forces 
its construction has been in abeyance and 
will not be further considered until the 
Royal Commission on the Militia and 
Volunteers has reported. 


Regimental Canteens. 


Mr. j{HARWOOD: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if, under the new 
rules for the management of the refresh- 
ment branches of regimental institutes, 
every regimental commanding officer has 
the power to apply the co-operative prin- 
ciple to the management of his regimental 
canteen. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The reply is in the affirmative, with the 
proviso that the approval of the General 
Officer Commanding the Army Corps or 
district is necessary in each case. The 
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hon. Member is probably aware that a 
large number of canteens are conducted 
on the tenant system, and where this is 
profitably and satisfactorily carried out 
it is improbable that any change will take 
place. 


Trades Unions Commission. 


Mr. HARWOOD: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if, on the Royal 
Commission to consider the law affecting 
trades unions and the rights of combina- 
tion, it is proposed to appoint any trades 
unionist representatives ; and, if so, in 
what proportion to the whole. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
hon. Member cannot, I think, be aware 
that the Royal Commission has been 
formally appointed. It is not possible 
now to reconstruct the Commission, and 
by a large addition to its members, 
whether of trades unionists or employers 
of labour, to change the whole basis of 
its constitution. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Royal Arsenal—Lyddite Workers. 


Masor EVANS -GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
men employed in the lyddite sheds at 
the Royal Arsenal are paid by piece work 
or by time, and whether he can give the 
number of men employed in the shed 
in which the recent accident took placc 
and the rate of wages they received. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The men are paid by piece work 
on the fellowship plan, by which the 
earnings of the whole gang are pooled 
and shared. ‘There were nine men in the 
compartment in which the explosion 
took place; the other men killed were 
in or about the other compartments of 
the building. Their average wages 
range from 36s to 38s. 8d. a week, accord- 
ing to their ratings. 


Major EVANS-GORDON: Does 
my right hon. friend propose to put a 
stop to what seems to be the dangerous 
practice of paying men employed on this 
kind of work at piece and fellowship 
rates ? 








1 183 (uestions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: ! answered 
Question as to that the other day. 
: said the whole question was receiv 
ing careful consideration. 


Blank Ammunition. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
any field or horse artillery other than 
those on the Indian establishment are 
still using black powder at manceuvres. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. It is 
very difficult to obtain a satisfactory 
smokeless blank cartridge. but it is 
hoped that the difficulty will be over- 
come. 


Lyddite Shells. 


CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if there is any suspicion that a 
considerable number o: lyddite shells 
may contain picrate of soda; and, if 
there are any stich suspected shells, what 
will he do with tl.em. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No lyddite shells 
are suspected of being in a dangerous 
condition. The causes of the explosion 
at Woolwich are under investigation 
by a Committee of experts, and such 
action will be taken as regards lyddite 
shells as their report may show to be 
necessary. 


CotonEL XOLAN: When will the 


Report be made ? 


Mr. BRODRiC&: i cannot say. 

Will it be in a 
Are you 
the 


CoLtonEL NOLAN: 
month or a couple of years ? 
going to indefintely postpone 
question ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: There is no desire 
to postpone the question. Obviously 
it is one to which «xperts must give 
careful consideration. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Is it not | 


the fact that the Board of Inquiry have 
closed their deliberations at the Arsenal ? 


Mr BRODRICK : | cannot say, Sir. 








+ See page 384. 


{COMMONS} 


a | 


| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 





1184 


(Questions. 
Naval Works Bill. 


| dee): I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the 
| Admiralty whether it will be convenient 
|to state now the amount of the expen- 
| diture for which provision will be made 
in the forthcoming Naval Works Bill. 


THE CIVIL LORD or THR ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PRETYMAN, Suffolk, Wood - 
bridge): The total sum to be provided 
for expenditure during the financial 
years 1903-04 and 1904—05is £8,570,877. 
Of this sum £574,877 is available, being 
unspent balance on the sum provided 
by previous Acts, leaving a sum of 
£7,996,000 te be voted in the Bill of this 
year. 

South African Constabulary. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that, owing to the reduction in 
the numbers of the South African 
Constabulary, men who enlisted in 
1901 for three years have been dis- 
missed with only the cost of their 
railway fare to Capetown; and 
whether, in view of the dissatisfaction 
existing among these men at this 
alleged breach of agreement he can give 
them some further compensation. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Birmingham, W.): I am not aware 
that any breach of agreement has 


occurred. ‘The conditions of enlistment 
in the South African Constabulary of the 
men in question, specified that a non- 
commissioned officer or man was liable to 
discharge at any time by order of the 
Officer Commanding a Division. 


South African Rebels. 
CoLtoneL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
any rebels in the Cape Colony or Natal 
are now retained in prison for rebellion. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No rebels 
are now detained, asfar as I am aware, 
for the crime of rebellion. 


Estate of late James McGowan. 
| Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
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the Colonies if he will request the 
admin strator of the affairs of the late 
James McGowan, of the Lendy estate, 
in Rhodesia, to forward the amount 
received to the mother of the deceased, 
who lives at Longford. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member is aware that according to a 
despatch dated 30th April instructions 
have been given locally that any sum 
shown to the credit of the estate should 


be remitted to the heirs, and | will | 


enquire as to the cause of the delay. 


Mr. FARRELL: I acknowledge the 
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explain why the difficulties which long 
prevented the use of {cordite in blank 
charges for guns in this country have 
not yetgbeen overcome in India. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord GreorGE HAMILTON, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I have no information on 
this subject, but I will communicate with 
the Government of India, and will let 
the hon. Baronet know the result. 


Indian Import Duties on Band 
Instruments. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


right hon. Gentleman’s kindness in the State for India whether he is in a posi- 


matter. I hope there will be no un- 
necessary delay, as the woman is in a 
very delicate condition. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, I 
will endeavour to hurry it up. 


Alaska Boundary Tribunal. 


Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market): | begtoasktheSecretary of State 
fortheColonies whethertherecent negotia- 
tions between the Government and the 


tion to state what decision has been 
arrived at by the Government of India 
with regard to the import duties on 
instruments of military bands. 


LorD GEORGE HAMILTON : It has 
been decided that musical instruments 
which are the property of the regimental 
| bandsshall be exempt from Customs duty. 
| A notification on the subject is being 
| prepared and will be issued before the 
next trooping season. 





Dominion of Canada and the United | 


States for the renewal of a reciprocity | 


treaty were suspended on account of the 
desire of the Dominion Government to 
await the decision of the Alaska 
Soundary§ Tribunal before proceeding 
iurther ; and, if not, can he state why 
these negotiations were suspended. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
official information on the subject since 
the proceedings were interrupted owing 
to the difficulty of arriving at an 
arrangement about the Alaska boundary, 
but I have seen it stated in the papers 
that the Canadian Government has 
recently informed the Government of 
the United States that they did not wish 
to resume negotiations at the present 
time. 


Delhi Manceuvres—Use of Black Powder. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
at the Delhi manoeuvres in the last cold 
weather, black powder was used by the 
Artillery ; and, if so, whether he can 


Great Indian Peninsular Annuities. 


| Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (fslington, 
|N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether his attention has 
been drawn to the decision of the 
House of Lords on the Great Indian 
Peninsular Annuities ; and whether it is 
his intention to abide by the decision, or 
whether he proposes to attempt to alter 
‘it by legislation, 


*THeE CHANCELLOR or Tue} EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): | 
do not contemplate proposing any altera- 
tion of the law as now interpreted. 


Dog Licences, 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg 29 ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, whether he has received a 
communication from the North Wales 
Federations of Meat Traders asking that 
the sheepdogs of meat traders shall be 
exempted from taxation, as allowed to 
farmers ; and whether he will favourably 
consider their application. 
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*Mr RITCHIE: I cannot promise to 
introduce legislation in the direction sug- 
gested. There are weighty objections 
even to the present exemptions from Dog 
Licence duty, as the hon. member will 
see on reference to the Report of the 
Committee on Laws relating to Dogs 
(C. 8320 of 1896), and any proposal to 
extend the exemptions would, I am 
satisfied, meet with considerable opposi 
tion. Moreover, the produce of the duty 
goes to local authorities, and I am not 
sure that I should be justified in depriv- 
ing them of a part of this revenue. 


(Juestions, 


Income Tax Appeals. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
rules in force regarding the returns and 
collections of income tax differ in Ireland 
and Great Britain ; and that in Ireland the 
Commissioners will not consider an appeal 
case unless previously furnished with a 
return, while in Great Britain the Com- 
missioners will consider an appeal case 
in the absence of such return ; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps to assimilate 
the practice in both countries. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: So far as I under- 
stand, the hon. Member appears to be 
under a misapprehension. The Special 
Commissioners would not under the exist- 
ing practice be deterred from hearing an 
income tax appeal in Ireland by the fact 
that no return had been made by the 
appellant. 


Sugar Factories under Bond. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade how many sugar factories, sugar 
refineries, or factories for the extraction 
of molasses, it is estimated it would be 
necessary to place under bond in the 
United Kingdom under Clause 2 of the 
Sugar Convention Bill. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The number of re- 
fineries or factories which, so far as I am 
at present able to state, will fall to be 
placed under bond under Clause 2 of the 
Sugar Convention Bill is sixteen. 


Irish Labourers Allotments. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the total 
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area of land provided in Ireland under 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, up to the 
3lst March, 1902, for allotments for 
labourers living in villages and towns. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): 
Approximately, 50 acres. It has not 
been found possible, in the brief interval 
since the Question was placed on the 
Paper, to obtain the information with 
accuracy from local authorities. 


Land Purchase in County Longford. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL; I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


of Ireland to state whether in any, and, if 


so, what number of estates in the county 
of Longford proceedings are at present 
pending for sale to the tenants; how 
many of such sales are under the 
Ashbourne Act, and how many under 
the Act of 1896. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A Report was 
called for on this question, but so far | 
have not received it. Perhaps the hon. 
Member will repeat the Question to- 
morrow. 


Royal Commission on Trades Disputes. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydfil): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether his attention has 
been directed to representations from 
trades unions as to the appointment and 
composition of, and the terms of refer- 
ence to, the Royal Commission on Trades 
Disputes ; and, if so, whether he will put 
down the Temporary Commissions Vote 
on an early day and at an hour which 
will enable the Question to be fully con- 
sidered by this House. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I am aware 
that various opinions have been ex- 
pressed in connection with the appoint- 
ment of this Commission. I have more 
than once explained the nature of the 
choice open to the Government in deter- 
mining whether the Commission should 
be large and representative or small and 
specially legally qualified and the advan- 
tages which appear to attach to the latter 
alternative. Although I should have no 
objection to the Temporary Commissions 
Vote being discussed if time allowed, I 
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am afraid that in the present condition 
of Supply I can give no piedge on the 
subject. 


Fiscal Inquiry—Commercial Retaliation 
on the Continent. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he will consider the desirability of 
appointing a Select Committee to 
ascertain the results of commercial 
retaliation as applied in recent years 
between the larger foreign Powers, 
notably between France and _ Italy, 
France and Switzerland, Germany and 
Russia. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have con- 
sidered my hon. friend’s Question, and I 
do not think that the inquiry which he 
suggests is really a practicable cne. 
After all, what he means, and what I 
mean, by commercial retaliation is the | 
power either to give or to withhold| 
something from a Power with whom you 
are bargaining. Now, I do not see how 
you are going to discuss the question | 
whether Germany has gained, as against 
Austria and Russia, by having something 
to give or withhold in her commercial 
negotiations, nor whether Austria has 
had a similar advantage in her bargains 
with Germany and Russia, nor whether 
tussia has had it in her bargains with 
Germany and Austria. Nor do I see 
what kind of witnesses could with 
advantage be called before a Select 
Committee and cross-examined. The 
Government are, however, asking for 
reports as to the history of negotiations 
in these various countries, and | shall 
be glad to supply my hon. friend or any 
one else who desires it with all the in- 
formation we may obtain on the subject. 


His mes Theatre—Penal Clauses in 
erminable Leases. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the case of 
Becrbohm Tree, against whom an 
injunction has been granted in respect 
to exhibiting the name of the theatre 
in large letters upon the premises; 
whether the Government will consider 
the advisability of introducing remedial 
legislation to modify penal clauses in 
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terminable leases, upon which such 
prosecutions are founded, and imprison- 
ment for contempt of Court is enforced 
in case of disobedience. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is a 
matter of course that has not come 
before me in any way officially, and so 
far as I am advised there seems no 
reason for suggesting the far-reaching 
alteration in our existing law which the 
hon. Gentleman desires. Of courseif he 
propounds a schemeas a private Member, 
and embodies it in a Bill, it will receive 
the consideration of the Government. 


Reduction of Armaments. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the first Lord of the Treasury 
whether His Majesty’s Government 
adheres to Lord Salisbury’s despatch of 
14th February, 1899, to Sir C. Scott, 
accepting the Russian proposal for a 
conference to discuss the best methods 
of bringing about the diminution of arma- 
ments by land and sea; whether the 
Government has taken into considera- 
tion the resolution of the First Commis- 
sion of the Hague Conference, recording 
its opinion that a further examination 
of the question by the Powers would 
prove a great benefit to humanity ; and 
whether, having regard to the increased 
expenditure on naval armaments since 
the date of Lord Salisbury’s despatch, 
the Government will take the initiative 
of inviting the Powers to make another 
attempt to deal with this question by 
conference or otherwise. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must ask 
the hon. Gentleman to postpone this 
Question for a few days. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask what 
business it is proposed to take after the 
Land Bill is disposed of in Committee? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As soon as the 
Committee stage of the Irish Land Bill 
is disposed of I propose to proceed 
Sesinalanaly with the Second Reading of 
the South African Loan Bill, and the 
Second Reading of the Naval Works 
Bill. 

258 
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Mr. LOUGH: Will that cover the 
whole of next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
know how long the Irish Land Bill will 
take. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Will the 
Sugar Convention Bill be proceeded 
with next week ? 


Mr. LOUGH: And will the London 
Education Bill be taken before the 
Sugar Convention Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
would be advisable to take the London 
Education Bill before the Sugar Conven- 
tion Bill, but I cannot absolutely pledge 
myself to that arrangement. 


SUPPLY [15tH ALLoTTED Day. ] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 

1, Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£9,571,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Contract 
Work for Shipbuilding, Repairs, c., 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) reminded the Committee that this 
was almost certainly the last occasion in 
the present session, and possibly in the 
present Parliament, on which there 
would be an opportunity of discussing 
the Navy Estimates, and naturally he 
had been anxious to obtain the full 
figures of the naval expenditure for the 
year. He had to thank the Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty for supplying him 
with information t» enable him to 
arrive at the complete figures for the 
current financial year. The total 
amount of the Estimates, including 
appropriations in aid, was £35,836,000, 
to which must be added an expenditure 


under the Naval Works Bill estimated 
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Navy Estimates. 
at something over £4,000,000. 


ducting the annuity of £500,000 payable 


this year in respect of past expenditure, 
he found that the total naval expenditure 


‘comprised in the ordinary and extra- 


ordinary Budgets amounted to about 
£39,500,000. That was the sum which 
the people of the United Kingdom were 
this year called upon to pay for the 
maintenance of the Navy. The only 
part of that expenditure which was 
properly before the Committee was the 
third section of Vote 8. Attention had 


been called before to the gross amount 


of Vote 8 and to the large amount pro- 
vided in that Vote for the purpose of 
new construction. New construction 
had gone up by more than £1,000,000, 
and curiously enough it happened that 
more than that excess fell upon the 
contract portion of the present Vote. 
The excess on new construction provided 
for in that portion of the Vote was 
£1,204,000. He did not, however, 
propose to discuss that now. In order 
to remove any misapprehension he 
would remind the Committee that hon. 
Members on his side had not challenged 


the naval expenditure of the Govern- 


ment. But they were entitled to ask 
for explanation and justification—more 
particularly for justification on the 
ground of policy. He had never blamed 
the Admiralty for these Estimates, 
which depended on the foreign policy of 
the country at large, for which the 
Government as a whole was responsible. 
There was, however, some danger lest 
the Government and the House should 
mistake the opinion of the country. 
What had happened in the case of the 
Army? A little while ago there was a 
tremendous wave of military enthusiasm. 
What had become of it? A reaction 
had set in, and great changes were 
being demanded in our military system. 
He had no desire to see a similar re- 
action in the case of the Navy, but he 
feared that an expenditure such as was 
now being incurred might be followed 
by a revulsion of public feeling on tlie 
subject of the Navy, and that, le 
thought, would be a misfortune. Was 
it wise, statesmanlike or patriotic, to 
acquiesce without explanation or justi- 
fication in these increasing demands (or 
naval purposes. There was a very 
pressing financial danger to be faced. 
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They had to consider not merely the 
amount asked for in the Vote, but 
they had also to bear in mind the 
consequential expenditure. For instance, 
the increase in the Fleet was ac- 
companied by a demand for an in-| 
creased number of men, and that in its | 
turn was followed by a call for additional 
housing accommodation. He reminded 
the Committee that the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer on the Second Reading 
of the Budget expressed the wish that 
foreign countries would enter into a 
sort of league with us to keep down 
the enormous expenditure which was 
being incurred in naval matters. 


At this point Mr. DILton drew 
sttention to the fact that fewer than 
forty Members were present. He 
considered that the naval affairs of 
this country were sufficiently important 
to require the attendance of forty 
Members. House counted and forty 
Members being found present— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON, con- 
tinuing, said the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, speaking with great courage 


and candour, said— 


“Nothing would give us greater satisfac- 
tion than to reduce our naval expenditure 
if we could do so in company with other 
countries.” 

Was that the policy of the Government 
of to-day—was it the policy of the 
Government as a whole or only of one 
part of it? He had hoped to get 
trom the Prime Minister an answer 
to a Question as to the Hague Confer- 
ence, which three years ago recom- 
mended that the question of the diminu- 
tion of naval expenditure should be 
taken into consideration. Unfortunately, 
however, the Question had had to be 
postponed. In the year 1898 the then 
First Lord of the Admiralty, Mr. 
Goschen, said his original Estimates | 
were too small, as Russia, he understood, 
was laying down new ships. We had 
had no such information on this occa- 
sion. Mr. Goschen said that if he re-| 
ceived an assurance from Russia that 
the report on which he had acted was | 
not well-founded, he would not proceed 
with the Vote. The answer of Russia | 
on that occasion was an invitation to a| 
conference with a view to considering | 
means for diminishing naval expenditure. | 
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The invitation was accepted by the 
Government of the day. The confer- 
ence was held, but the proposal of the 
Russian delegates on the matter was 
deemed impracticable, and a Resolution 
only was carried declaring it to be the 
duty of the Powers to take the matter 
up. What was His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment now prepared to do? The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had said he 
would be glad to enter into a league to 
reduce naval expenditure. Would the 
Government invite a conference of the 
Powers with that object? There was 
reason to believe that Russia would not 
be unwilling to respond to such an in- 


_vitation. He expressed a hope that the 


hesitation of the Prime Minister in 
answering the Question put to him 
earlier in the day meant that he, at all 
events, was turning over in his mind 
the possibility of doing this. Let them 
follow the example of Russia and invite 
the Powers to another conference. That 
was all he wished to say on questions 
of general policy. But there were one 
or two matters concerning Admiralty 
responsibility on which he wished to make 
remarks. He desired to direct 
attention to the statement of appropria- 
tions-in-aid. He noticed that credit was 
taken for £95,000 as contributions from 
the colonies. For the first time there 
appeared in the Estimates a table of 
colonial and Indian contributions. The 
contribution of the Australian Common- 
wealth was put down at £240,000, and 
there was a note attached to the effect 
that the amount was subject to the a 

proval of the Legislatures concerned. He 
thought he was entitled to ask if any 
Colonial Legislature had ratified the con- 
tributions proposed, or what prospects 
there were of such ratification. Then, in 
reference,to merchant cruisers, he believed 
that the attack on the system was to be 
led by the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, 
and he would wait and see what the hon. 
Member had to say. But he would like 
to ask what were the extra expenses for 
fittings and so on other than the subsidy 
provided for in the Vote? He noticed 
that the Vote had increased from £63,000 
to £77,000, and the Committee should 
have an explanation of this increase in 
the subsidy. Some information also he 
desired in reference to the new contract 
with what was called the White Star 
Line. There was, too, the contract with 
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the Cunard Company, but as to that he 
believed a special day was to be set apart 
for its discussion. Finally he would like 
to draw attention to the large increase in 
the Vote for reconstruction and repairs. 
It represented a jump of nearly 50 per 
cent. in that particular item, and certainly 
called for fuller explanation than had yet 
been given. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) thought, 
on examination of the circumstances 
in which the country was placed, that 
the naval expenditure was not more but 
less than what was required to maintain 
our position. If this opinion provoked 
the question whence the money should 
come, he would suggest that economies 
should be effected in Army expenditure, 
a large proportion of which should be 
transferred from the Army to the Navy 
Votes. The Navy League was not re- 


sponsible for what had been called the | 


Russian scare. The details of the new 
Russian programme appeared in a 
Russian newspaper in December last, 


and the league had only repeated com- | 


ments which had appeared in the Press 
since December. He asked the Secretary 


to the Admiralty whether, when the | 
Estimates were produced, and when he | 
told the House the real way to arrive at | 
the expenditure necessary, he had taken | 


into consideration the fact, announced in 


answer to a Question, that Russia was | 


going to lay down two new battleships, 


and that the programme for 1904 in- | 
The hon. Gentle- | 


cluded six battleships. 
man had told the House that the 
instructions to the Admiralty were 
to allow a good working balance over 
the naval strength of two Powers com- 
bined, Did he take the new Russian 
programme into consideration? When, 
in 1898, Lord Charles Beresford asked 
question after question of the then First 
Lord of the Admiralty as to why a 
larger rate of progress was not made, 
the answer always was that there was 
no information. But afterwards there 
was a discovery made that the Admiralty 
was quite wrong, and it was found that 
further money was needed. He wanted 
to know why, if in 1898 it was found 
necessary to ask the House for more 
money because Russia had put forward 
a new programme, it was not necessary 
now. He denied altogether that the 
plea put forward in 1898 that they could 
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build faster than Russia held good ; it 
was an argument which had no force 
when applied to the money to be asked 
for. He believed, in fact, that it was 
only put forward some years ago in order 
to reassure the public mind. He should 
like to ask whether the Admiralty had 
no information with regard to the new 
Russian programme at the time the 
Estimates were put forward, and, if not, 
why not? He knew that attention had 
been directed to the amount spent on the 
Intelligence Department, which was not, 
he believed, more than £10,000. The 
sum appeared to be ridiculous considering 
the enormous part which their Navy 
played in the National Defence. He 
thought he was right in saying that 
certainly up to a very recent time 
|they had only one naval attaché 
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| in St. Petersburg and in Rome. 
| 


Sik WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
said the first question he asked from 
_a business point of view was why there 
| was such a large amount for alterations 
and repairs in new ships. In the Esti- 
mates before them they had asum of no 
less than £881,543 as an increase on that 
head this year. That was, approximately, 
nearly a million of money, especially if 
\they took into account all the other 
items brought in under that head. They 
had a total of £3,156,000 for reconstruc. 
tion and repairs on an expenditure of 
£10,500,000 for new construction. Now, 
he put it to, the House, was that busi- 
'ness? Would any shipowning firm in 
Great Britain or anywhere else spend a 
third of the value of their vessels in 
| twelve months for repairs and recon- 
|struction? There was no getting over 
|the fact of terrible waste, terrible 
|squandering of public money by the 
Admiralty Department. That had been 
proved up to the hilt. They were spend- 
ing hundreds of thousands of pounds and 
did not know what it was spent on. The 
question to be asked was what was the 
reason for this large expenditure ! Why 
were they driven to such enormous ex- 
penditure? When they looked at the 
figures he had given from the Estimates 
none need wonder at their increase. 
Could the repair bill be reduced? Were 
ships so constructed that they were 
always to be under repairs and refitting 
and could they not be made to do their 
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work for twelve months without incurr- 
ing such grave expense to the taxpayers 
of this country? The reason for such 
expense was not far to seek. The ships 
were all wrong. He said that because 
he knew it. They would not do their 
work continuously without coming to 
grief. Out of the sum of £881,000, 
roughly speaking, half-a-million of 
money went to outside dockyards for 
repairing the vessels for twelve months. 
That was because the new ships would 
not dotheir work. If they would not do 
their work he unhesitatingly asserted 
that it was because they were badly 
designed, and that they were vessels 
which were not worth the money spent 
upon them by the country. He was 
going touse a much stronger phrase—he 
contended that it was almost criminal of 
them to waste public money onsuch ships. 
He was fully aware that the Secretary 
to the Admiralty knew the cause of all 
this, but the policy of the Admiralty 
was to miminise everything—to keep 
everything from the public Press. 


He would tell the House why the 
vessels had turned out so badly. At this 
moment vessels were being constructed 
which were badly engined and badly 
boilered and under-gunned. They were 
actually at the present time spending 
money on repairs of new ships that 
should never have been necessary. That 
policy had been continued, and was being 
continued, in the face of what had 
happened in the past. The very instru- 
ments which they were putting into the 
new ships were being taken out of others. 
There was the case of the American 
cruiser the “ Raleigh,’’a brand new cruiser 
belonging to the United States, which 
was fitted with Babcock and Willcox 
boilers and sent to the Philippines. She 
broke down at Aden, and he did not 
believe she had yet been able to crawl to 
Bombay. Those were the instruments 
they were putting into valuable ships and 
to which they were entrusting the lives 
of men. The other day one of those 
boilers burst in Birmingham and killed 
some men, and yet these were the 
boilers they were putting into new 
ships. So long as they continued to 
use the Belleville and Babcock and 
Willcox boilers, so long would they 
continue to spend large sums in repairs, 
and the amounts would increase every 
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year, with the result that nearly every 
engine factory in Great Britain would 
be called upon to repair their ships, 
because at the dockyards there would 
not be accommodation to execute all 
the repairs. Do not let them think 
that these large sums of money spent 
on the Navy were spent wisely. They 
were only evidence of the ineptitude of 
the Admiralty and the fact that they 
did not know their work. He was not 
exaggerating, but was looking at the 
cripples. Take the case of the ‘ Good 
Hope,” in which the other day four 
men were boiled. He did not know 
whether there was any hon. Member 
who had ever been in a boiler explosion. 
He had, and he knew what it was to 
be half steamed, and he could therefore 
understand the terrible sufferings the 
men must have endured in the stokehold 
of the much-lauded cruiser the ‘“ Good 
Hope.” Look at the expense attending 
the repair of that vessel, and that would 
be required by the vessels which were 
now being fitted with boilers which had 
been ty tose Take the case of the 
“ Buenos Ayrean,” one of the Allan Line 
of steamers, where the Babcock and 
Willcox boilers were taken out. The 
Admiralty were putting in Niclausse 
boilers, while there was not one mer- 
chant ship with such boilers. At the 
Admiralty they had men, who were 
called engineers, who were adopting « 
boiler they had no _ experience of. 
These were the causes of the great 
expense of the Navy, and the cost ot 
nearly a million more for repairs, if not 
more than that. It was difficult to take 
out the figures from such a complex 
volume as the Estimates, but by careful 
search he made out that the total 
increase for repairs alone was £1,065,663. 
But that was not all. No doubt 
many hon. Members were getting 
frightened at the growing ex- 
penditure, and he did not wonder at it. 
He would endeavour to show how these 
increases arose. 


It was part of the policy of the 
Admiralty to spend money ad lil, 
and then to get the worst job after 
all. There was an increase of £14,009 
for inspection of contract work. How 
was that? But there was a greater 
increase—viz., in the cost of coal for the 
Fleet—£223,000. That ought to be added 
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to all the collateral increases due to | 
nothing else than the bad boilers which | 
had been put into the vessels of the) 
Navy. He insisted that had these men- | 
of-war been rightly boilered, there never | 
would have been these enormous sums 
for repairs, for coal, and inspection. He 
had listened with pleasure to the hon. 
Gentleman who represented Chester, who 
always had the good of the Navy at 
heart, only the hon. Gentleman took a 
different view of it from himself. The 


hon. Gentleman went in for quantity ; 
he went in for quality. 


Mr. YERBURGH said he went in for 
both. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: Well, he 
had never heard the hon. Gentleman 
express himself in favour of quality, but 
only of quantity. He would like the 
hon. Member to tell the Committee the 
number of vessels that had come to grief 
since he was in the Navy; and the 
reason why so many of our first-class 
ships had come to grief. and how many 
were under-gunned. What was the use 
of coming to the House and crying out 
‘Give us more ships!” if, when these 
ships were built they could not do their 
work. He said: Give me one good 
ship, that can safely steam out to sea 
with the least possible expense in coal 
and stores, with the least number of 
men, but these well trained, and well 
gunned, and | will sink any ship afloat. 
It was time that the House and the 
country were waking up to the fact 
of the absolute inefficiency of the Navy. 
A ship could not be sent away to sea jor 
three months but she had tocome back) 
to a dockyard for repair. Why, during 
the whole time of the South African War 
merchant steamers ran backwards and | 
forwards to the Cape and never a one 
was in the ship-builder’s hands for 
repairs. Why should not that be the) 
case with the ships of the Navy. There. 
was an influence at the Admiralty | 
which nobody could get hold of. | 
{t was an influence which continued | 
fitting ships with boilers which caused a | 
waste of money for repairs, for coal, for 
more men, and which endangered 
human life. This influence put into 
new ships steam generators which had 
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already been condemned. If that 
influence continued, the cost of repairs 
was bound to increase, and the Esti- 
mates would rise year by year. His 
honest conviction was that in the ships 
which were boilered with one-fifth 
circular boilers, and four-fifths water. 
tube boilers the circular boilers would be 
running while the water-tube boilers 
would be rotting. It was time that a 
Department which was squandering 
millions of money and giving the 
nation such vessels should be inquired 
into; that a Royal Commission should 
be appointed to see how money could 
be saved and the Empire provided with 
efficient war vessels. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) said that the hon. and Jearned 
Member for Dundee was desirous that 
this country should initiate some sort ofan 
arrangement or inquiry with the foreign 
nations into the possibility of the dis- 
armament of the naval forces. The 
hon. Gentleman took Russia as 
the basis of his argument because 
Russia was instrumental in organising 
the Hague Conference. He thought 
that was a false analogy, because the 
hon. Gentleman assumed that we could 
bargain with one country in order to 
come to an arrangement with all other 
countries. Asan illustration of this he 
found in a German paper that German 
naval reformers expressed dissatisfaction 
that on the Eastern station they were 
at a disadvantage as compared with 
Russia, France, or America, putting 
aside altogether Great Britain. If they 
came to terms with Russia or France, 
or Russia were to come to terms with 
France, even then there was so much 
suspicion and want of confidence that 
he did not see any hope of arriving at 
a satisfactory solution of the question. 
The hon. Member for Chester had 
touched ona point to which reference had 
frequently heen made—viz., the increase 
in the ordinary naval uttachés. As a 
general principle he urged that they 
should have as much reliable informa- 
tion as possible, whether by naval 
attachés or by some other method. 
That must be done. It was very difficult 
for anyone who studied the Papers which 
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were issued to arrive at a correct con- 
clusion. He had examined the docu- 
ment published by the German Emperor 
comparing the British with the German 
fleet ; the Reports issued at the instance 
of the right hon. Member for the Forest 
of Dean and the Brassey Annual but in 
many respects all those documents were 
contradictory. In these circumstances 
it was impossible to make any com- 
parisons, Whether or not the Navy 
League were right in trying to raise a 
scare, he thought the Admiralty should 
have as much correct information as 
was required. He desired to ask a 
question on one point, and that was why 
they had left off building torpedo-boats. 
It was quite true that we had more 
torpedo- boat-destroyers than other 
naval Powers. He was surprised that 
the hon. Member for Gateshead had 
not told them more about boilers; but 
it might be because they had some re- 
assurance in the Paper recently issued as 
to the reliability of the water-tube 
boilers in regard to the recent trials 
between the ‘Hyacinth’ and the 
“Minerva.” The Report of the Con- 
troller of the Navy stated that— 

‘The ‘ Hyacinth ’ left the anchorage at 9.26 
a.m., or twenty-six minutes after the signal, 
and the ‘ Minerva’ at 10.4 a.m., or sixty-four 
minutes after the signal, the ‘Hyacinth’ having 
obtained a lead of thirty-eight minutes.” 

He would only quote further the last 
paragraph in the Report of the Chief 
Inspector of Machinery— 

‘* All other working parts reported upon for 
the 136 hours trial acted similarly and satis- 
factorily for the twenty-two hours trial, and 
there is no reason to doubt that the boilers 
would have worked efficiently for the passage 


to England, and developed a mean I.H.P. of 
quite 9,500.” 


Sm WILLIAM ALLAN asked if the 
hon. Member was aware that the 
“Hyacinth” was specially doctored for 
that trial. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said that 
that was an allegation for the Secretary 
to the Admiralty to answer ; all he knew 
was that the “ Hyacinth” went through 
her trials and came out very well; and 
inasmuch as the hon. Gentleman was 
always attacking these boilers, whenever 
other hon. Members found that the 
boilers did well he thought they were 
entitled to point to that without pre- 
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suming to dictate to the hon. Gentleman 
on a matter on which he wa: an expert. 
They were encouraged by the trials of 
the “Hyacinth” in spite of the hon. 
Gentleman’s energy and denunciation. 
He was curious to know what the 
expense of a trip of that kind would 
cost, and it would be interesting also 
to know to what extent the cost of re 
pairs could be obviated. He was anxious 
to avoid bringing in the question of the 
dockyards, because, although naturally 
interested in it, he believed, when methods 
of policy were being discussed, personal 
matters which concerned their own con- 
stituents should not be obtruded. He 
should like to know, however, what the 
Admiralty’s policy was as regarded 
dockyards. What ships were to be laid 
down in them? It was of the utmost 
importance to his constituents to have 
some assurance that there should be no 
great change in regard to Portsmouth 
dockyard; that it was still to be 
maintained as a great building yard; 
and was not to be relegated to the 
position of a repairing yard He should 
be grateful if he could have some 
information as to what the intentions 
of the Government were in that respect. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Com- 
mittee had hadan interesting debateon the 
general policy which underlay the whole 
cost of the Navy. There had been far 
less difference of opinion expressed that 
afternoon than on previous occasions, 
owing to the moderation with which hon. 
Members had spoken on both sides. His 
hon. friend the Member for Dundee and 
his hon. friend the Member for Chester 
spoke on what were virtually the same 
lines ; and his hon. friend the Member 
for Chester expressed the warmest com- 
mendation of the proposals of his hon. 
friend the Member for Dundee. There 
was no doubt that the matter had ad- 
vanced since the last discussion. As for 
the principle which many of them 
thought ought to guide the Government 
with reference to an understanding with 
certain Powers, that was shown to have 
distinctly advanced to-day by the manner 
in which the Prime Min‘ster answered the 
Question of his hon. friend the Member 
for Dundee. He was certain that the 
Prime Minister would not ask for a 
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postponement of the Question unless he 
had a real intention of consulting his 
colleagues on the subject. His hon. 
friend the Member for Chester had put 
certain Questions to the Government 
with regard to the programme on which 
the whole naval system was based. As 
to the expenditure on repairs, few hon. 
Members were in a position to discuss 


Supply— 


that question, but they were abletoforman | 


opinion of the naval programme and as 
to the basis of that programme. His 
hon. friend the Member for Dundee 
used only one word in the course of his 
speech with which he had to express 
dissent. He spoke of Russia as having 
returned to the position of the 
naval bogey. The word “bogey” 
was the word with which he had 
to express dissent, and for 
reason. His hon. friend was a party to, 
and constantly explained and defended 
the principle in this House on which 
naval programmes had been based for 
many years. It was the principle upon 
which the Spencer programme was 
based ; and his hon. friend then defended 
the necessity of taking into consideration 
the building programmes of other Powers. 
They could not justly use the word 
“bogey ” with reference to a new pro- 
gramme of such a Power as Russia. One 
of the Questions which his hon. friend 
the Member for Chester put to the 
Government was what was the nature 
and extent of the new Russian pro- 
gramme, how far it was commenced, and 
how far it was likely to go; and no 
matter deserved the attention of the 
Committee more than the answer to 
that Question. The hon. Member for 
Portsmouth cast some doubt on the 
figures on this subject. The reason for 
that doubt was obvious. It was a well- 
known fact that the French in making a 
list of the ships of the British Navy— 
although they did not want to diminish 
the naval strength of this country—con- 
stantly attributedto it fewer shipsthan the 
Admiralty themselves calculated, because 
the French struck out several ships as 
valueless before they were officially 


struck off by the Admiralty. A com-| 
parison could only be instituted by | 


taking the new ships which 
being laid down or launched. 
was the only real solid test. 

Sir Charles Dilke. 
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| They weretold in thesummerof last year 

| by a Russian dockyard newspaper, which 

_ usually received information of that kind 

| first, that there was a new Russian pro- 

| gramme of eight — The hon. Member 
y 


‘for Chester naturally asked when that 
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| programme came to the knowledge of the 
'Government ; and how far it could be 
| called a real programme. 


Of course, that 
affected some of the speeches in former 
debates, because the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was quoted as saying that 
he saw no reason for an increase in the 
That speech was, 
however, made long before the new 
foreign programme with which they were 
now acquainted came into existence ; 
and when the present Estimates were 
prepared in the autumn of last year 
this Russian programme was not known 
to the Government. His hon. friend the 
Member for Chester threw some little 
doubt on the fulness of the Government 
information on this point. He believed 
that in the last few days a naval attaché 
had been appointed at St. Petersburg 
who would have only naval duties to 
perform; and although his salary was 
not on this Vote no doubt the Secretary 
to the Admiralty would be able to say 
whether such an appointment had been 
made or not. With reference to the 
great Russian programme of 1898— 
regarding which he agreed that it was 
unfortunate that they did not give more 
serious consideration to the proposals of 
the Russian Government at the time of 
the Hague Conference—that programme 
had come to an end, all the ships having 
been launched. But many of the ships 
had been built to the order of the 
Russian Government in Germany, France, 
and the United States, although they had 
not yet heard of any ships being laid 
down by Russia in foreign dockyards in 
connection with the new programme. 
Mr. Goschen was quite right when he 
said that this country had an ad- 
vantage over Russia as regarded shipbuild- 
ing; but in France and Germany ships 
had been built to the order of Russia 
with extraordinary speed, and they had all 
done exceedingly well in their trial trips. 
At present they had not heard of any new 
ships being laid down by Russia in foreign 
countries ; but they had heard of two or 
_ three battleships being laid down on the 
| slips vacated by the ships of the 1898 pro- 
_gramme. Therefore, if he might enforce 
|the argument of his hon. friend the 
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Member for Chester and slightly vary his 


Questions, he should like to ask the) 
Admiralty if they had any knowledge | 


of the new Russian programme ; when 


they became acquainted with it ; whether | 
they knew of any ships being laid down | 
by Russia abroad, or was Russia merely | 


filling up slips at home which had been 
vacated by the launch of the ships of the 
1898 programme? With regard to the 
knowledge possessed by the Admiralty, 
the only foundation he had been able to 
find for the statement that the Admiralty 
were misleading the House had reference 
to what was called projected ships, 


that the Admiralty had misled the House 
of Commons. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said _ of 
course he did not mean wilfully mislead- 
ing for a moment. Undoubtedly they 
were in the habit of counting projected 
ships, even when they were merely draw- 
ings. However, the appointment of a naval 
attaché in St. Petersburg would probably 
meet that difficulty. With regard to the 
general question, on the facts before 
them, and the defence of the programme 
made by Lord Selborne in another place, 
and in the face of what was known with 
regard to the shipbuilding programme of 
Russia, no Government of any Party in 
this House would take the responsibility 
of proposing a smaller shipbuilding pro- 


gramme this year. He fully concurred ' 


with the hon. Member for Dundee and 


with the sense of the Question addressed | 


to the Prime Minister to-day in spite of 
the remarks made by the hon. Member 


for Portsmouth, and by the remarks of | 


the hon. Member for Yarmouth the other 
day. They could obtain the assent of 
certain of the Powers to a policy of reduc- 
tion. They need not obtain the assent 
of the whole ; if they obtained the assent 
of some it would be sufficient justification 
for the Government to commence reducing 
the programme of this country, but it 


was unsafe to do so in the face of the 


figures known to us, and doubly unsafe 
in the face of the figures of the Russian 
programme which they had just heard. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) called attention to the fact that one 
part of the shipbuilding programme of the 
year 1901-2 was not put in hand for sixteen 
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months after the beginning of the year, 
and he asked whether it was not possible 
for the designs to keep pace with the 
Estimates. The Estimates were prepared 
in the autumn, and submitted to the 
House in the following February, and he 
ventured to think it would be an immense 


_advantage if the designs could be got 


forward with the Estimates, so that the 
work should be put in hand immediately 
and not towards the end of the financial 
year. It would prevent attempts being 
made to rush the work, and would be also 
of the greatest advantage to the men who 


lived by our naval programme, to whom 
/any dislocation and irregularity of em- 


Mr. YERBURGH said he did not state | 


ployment was of serious consequence. He 
trusted his hon. friend would see if this 
could not be done before the next pro- 
gramme was issued. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
desired to enter a protest against the 
way they were proceeding. Most Mem- 
bers had been surprised by a scrap of 
newspaper cutting which had been circu- 
lated to Members this morning. Directly 
he received it he knew the line the 
debate would take. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean had intimated 
that they should do something to meet 
the new Russian programme, and had 
said that if three weeks ago there had 
been a crisis on another question, and 
another Government had been formed, 
this great swollen Estimate would have 
been just as large. The right hon. 
Gentleman had mentioned two or three 
names in that connection. He said the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have brought in as great and as swollen 
an Estimate as that which they were 
now considering. The late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, last October, went down 
to his constituency and said that with 
all the information he possessed he would 
not countenance an increase in the Naval 
Estimates this year, and if any increase 
did take place it ought to be questioned 
in this House in a way in which these 
Estimates had not been questioned before. 
Yet the right hon. Baronet now put this 
opinion in the mouth of the right hon. 
Member for Bristol. He protested against 
the whole proceeding. He thought hon. 
Members who had addressed the House 
had overplayed their part ; if they were 
so cautious of our naval strength they 
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ought to be more cautious in their re- 
marks. They had never alluded to the 
figures. The Committee had not been 
able to worm out the figures of this Vote, 
and it was not until they were given by 
the right hon. Member for Dundee a 
short time previously that they knew 
they had reached the enormous total of 
£40,000,000 ; yet hon. Members would 
lead, if they could, the Government into 
further extravagance. The principle of 
our Navy was that it should be maintained 
at what was called the two- Power 
standard ; but it had been pointed out 
that as regards battleships we were con- 
siderably above the two-Power standard, 
and in regard to other vessels we were 
above the three-Power standard. It was 
absolutely settled in a recent debate that 
we had attained proportionately a much 
greater strength, and worked on a much 
higher standard than ever had been 
worked upon before. He had merely 
intervened to ask why hon. Members 
could not be satisfied with an expenditure 
larger than that of any two or three 
Powers. He supported the suggestion 
of the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean that they should 
take some wise step to enable them 
to reduce this enormous expenditure. 
The hon. Member for Dundee had pointed 
out that Russia responded in the most 
courteous manner in 1898, and practically 
suggested that the matter should be 
reasoned out to see'whether a satisfactory 
conclusion could not be arrived at. He 
hoped the Prime Minister would shortly 
have something to say with regard to 
those negotiations. But if such negotia- 
tions were pending, surely the Committee 
might have been spared the speeches 
urging still greater expenditure. The 
expenditure had exceeded all reasonable 
bounds, and those Members who desired 
to see the strength of the country main- 
tained ought to caution the Government 
against this present rate rather than 
urge them to still greater extravagance. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that while he shared the desire that 
something should, if possible, be done 
in the way of coming to an agreement with 
other Powers, he was afraid nothing would 
be achieved in that direction for many 
generations yet, and, in the meantime, he 
believed the Government had done the 
very least it was right for them to do in 
the programme of this year. 


Mr, Lough. 


{COMMONS} 





As to! 
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whether they ought to have done more, 
he did not share the doubts which had 
been expressed. Ships were very difficult 
to compare, whether by size, tonnage, or 
number of guns. The only person com- 
petent to compare ships and programmes 
was such a person as would probably be 
in the Admiralty, who was cognisant of 
the different kinds of ships, their qualities, 
and their arrangements for ammunition 
supply. The last-named point was 
extremely impcrtant. But the matter to 
which he particularly desired to call 


attention was the item of £77,813, under 


Sub-head [., allocated to subventions for 
right of pre-emption or hire as armed 
cruisers or transports of a number of 
vessels. According to a return granted 
in 1902, the total amount of the subven- 
tions then was £103,750, and as all the 
ships therein named were under agree- 
ments which would be in force this year, 
they would presumably still be entitled 
to subsidies. Possibly, however, the hon. 
Gentleman could explain the discrepancy 
between the two amounts. ‘The first 
three ships named in the Estimates were 
the “‘Oceanic,” the “ Majestic,” and the 
“Teutonic,” belonging to the White Star 
Line; and the second three were the 
“Campania,” the “Lucania,” and the 
“Umbria,” belonging to the Cunard Co. 
The amount of the Estimates in respect 
of each of those groups was £28,000 ; in 
other words, it was proposed to vote, as 
subventions, £28,000 for three ships 
belonging to the Morgan Combine, and 
£28,000 for three ships belonging to the 
Cunard Co. He would not trouble 
the Committee with regard to the rest of 
the ships, altaough some of them belonged 
to these two companies also. First of 
all, with regard to the £28,000 to be paid 
professedly to the White Star Line, but 
really to the Morgan Combine. Those 
three ships were absolutely owned, and 
all dominion over them was exercised by 
an American corporation, and, therefore, 
were in a somewhat different position 
from those belonging to an English 
company. He would say at once that he 
intended to move a reduction of £28,000, 
representing the subvention proposed to 
be paid to Mr. Morgan. While he 
strongly objected to the whole of this 
item of £77,000, he particularly objected 
to the £28,000 for the first three ships. 


In his belief, all these subsidies to 
merchant vessels were a profound mistake. 
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Supply - 
The purposes for which they were pro- 
fessedly given were the right of pre- 
emption, the right of hire, the right 
of using the ships as transports, and 
the right of using them as armed 
cruisers. Not one of those was really a 
sound reason. The Government already 
hadthe mostcompleterightof pre-emption 
without paying anybody a farthing for 
it. In time of war they had an absolute 
right not merely to buy, but to take 
ships, and not only ships of their own 
8 ibjects, but ships of the subjects of 
other Powers. In 1871, the Germans 
seized six British ships that were lying 
in the Seine, and, being at war with 
France, sunk them under this right. 
They then offered money for them 
which was accepted by the then Foreign 
Minister, and the incident was at 
an end, it being recognised that the 
Germans were completely within their 
right. The right of preemption was 
therefore worth nothing. As to the right 
of hiring, the Government could hire any 
ship at any time they liked, even if they 
had not the right of taking them. In 
connection with the South African war 
they hired practically the whole of the 
mercantile marine. There were always 
a number of ships that could be hired ; 
it was only a question of price, and 
there was no necessity to pay anything 
in advance for the right. The question 
of using the ships as transports was the 
same as the right of hiring. The most 
important point, however, was the right, 
in time of war, to use the ships as armed 
cruisers. Were they likely to be of the 
slightest use as armed cruisers? They 
were built for mercantile purposes, the 
carriage of passengers, and the develop- 
ment of a high rate of speed. They had 
not one of the qualities required in a 
fighting ship, except that of speed. The 
vessels were built with extremely thin 
plate; all their engines were above the 
water-line; and they were at the mercy 
of any small craft that could bring a 
three-pounder gun to bear upon them. 
Consequently, they were completely un- 
fitted for the protection of trade, or for 
any other purpose except where speed 
was the only requisite. For the Govern- 
ment to pay large sums in order to 
create rights which they already 
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pay those unnecessary subventions 
was really the most crazy plan that ever 
entered into the mind of man. Under 
those circumstances was it desirable that 
this £77,000 should continue to be voted. 
Upon this point he had fortified 
himself with a very short extract from 
the Report of that excellent Committee 
presided over by his hon. friend sitting 
below the gangway. Upon pages 10 
and 11 of that Report the Committee 
would see that there was very consider- 
able authority to cite in support of his 
view. The subsidy was paid simply as 
a retaining fee in time of war, but the 
Committee presided over by his hon. 
friend below the gangway had declared 
that they did not think such a subsidy 
was of any use for that purpose. 
That was the sole ground upon which 
this subsidy was paid. The whole of 
this contemplated war and nothing else. 
The Government had the right to lay 
hands on its own ships in time of war, and 
in an emergency he believed that vessels 
would be offered without any retainin 

fee. If a retaining fee were to be oil 
at all, it should he paid at the time, and 
they should not go on paying thousands 
of pounds year after year to create rights 
which they had got already, and which 
he thought it would not be proper to 
exercise except in time of war. In 
addition he wished to remind the Com- 
mittee that in the case of the White 
Star Line, which was an American line 
lock, stock and barrel under the dominion 
of an American corporation, they were 
asked to subsidise vessels which had passed 
completely under foreign control. They 
were absolutely owned in America, and 
nevertheless, in consequence of the most 
regrettable: weakness and negligence of 
duty, in consequence of misfeasance on 
the part of the Government, they were 
allowed to fly the British flag. They were 
giving those vessels the right to carry the 
British flag, which meant a 20 per cent. 
advantage to them in competition with 
British ships, and in addition to that 
they proposed to give them a subsidy 
so that they might use them in time of 
war. This was an absurd proposition. 
For the use of those vessels they were 
asked to pay £28,000. 


He had another very strong argument. 
The agreement that had been made 
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possessed over such vessels as these was | with the International Mercantile Marine 


really to waste public money. 


To | Association of Mr. Morgan, of which 
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these first three vessels formed a part, had | 


been made since September, andthe Prime 


the Committee ought not to be asked for 
the subsidy, and, if asked, they ought to 
refuse it. How should we be able to 
exercise such rights as we thought we 
were buying either in time of peace or 
in time of war? In time of peace they 
were giving those ships a subsidy to 
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en /mendations of an important character 
Minister had said that the matter was not | 
open to reconsideration. If that were so, | 


with regard to this principle of subsi- 
dising merchant cruisers in time of war, 


‘and the Admiralty had long been con- 
sidering very carefully the wisdom of 


| which he had referred. 
| of their own judgment, and fortified by the 


compete with British ships, but in time 
of war could they use any one of those | 


rights which they were supposed to be 
purchasing by this subsidy? If we 
were at war with the United 
we could not take one of those vessels 
because the United States would keep 
them for their own purposes. If we 
were at war with another country, he 
doubted whether the United States 


— would be a breach of international 
aw. 
rights as provided by the subsidies the 
Government proposed to give possibly 
be of any use. He thought he had 


shown first of all that all these subsidies | 


States | 


would allow this country to use those | been adopted. 


vessels against a country with which | 
they were at peace, because he thought | 


were wrong in principle, and secondly, | 


that they were unnecessary. For those 
reasons he felt it his duty to move a 
reduction of this Vote by £28,000, which 


represented the proposed subsidy to the | 


vessels mentioned which would be allowed 
to fly the British flag and compete 
with British ships. 


Motion made and Question proposed, | 


“That Item 1 (Royal Reserve of Merchant 


Cruisers) be reduced by £28,000.”—(Mr. | 


Gibson Bowles.) 


that policy. Their deliberations had been 
made easier by the strong and clear re- 
commendations of the Committee to 
In the exercise 


recommendations of the Committee, the 
Admiralty did not propose, when the 


| time came for renewing these agreements, 


that they should be renewed. He did not, 
however, ask the Cummittee to take it as 
admitted that there were no circumstances 
under which subsidies ought to be paid, 
and no circumstances in which public 
interests could not be conveniently served 
by such a plan as that which had hitherto 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 


shire, Shipley) made an inquiry regard- 
In no kind of war could those 


ing the subsidies to which the Secretary 
to the Admiralty had referred. Did he 
mean the Morgan subsidies ? What kind 
of subsidies were not renewable ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he was 
speaking of those contained in Section 
3 of Vote 8—namely, subsidies for 
merchant cruisers. 


Mr. RENWICK  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne): How long have those subsidies 


| to run? 


*THE SECRETARY To THE ADMIR- 


ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTEr, Belfast, 
W.) did not think his hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn would find it 
necessary to carry his Motion for a 
reduction to a division. His hon. friend 
had stated the case against the principle 
of subsidies as at present carried out 
with so much knowledge that it was not 
necessary to deal with that subject at 
length. It was perfectly true, as his 
hon. friend had pointed out, that the 
Committee presided over by the hon. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A year’s 
notice has to be given. 


Mr. RENWICK: Has it been given ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 
The time has not arrived when notice can 
be given. The final decision resulting 
from the deliberations of the Board of 
Admiralty and the recommendations of 
the Committee has only recently been 
arrived at, 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL :(Old- 
ham): Is it now admitted that all this 
money we have been paying year after 
year has been altogether useless expendi- 
ture ? 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No; I do 
not think that would be a fair assump- 
tion. The circumstances of naval warfare 
have been changing almost every year, 
and it is quite possible that what our 
predecessors at the Admiralty thought it 
advisable to do may have been very 
proper at the time when it was done. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: How 
much longer shall we go on paying these 
sums of money ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Notice will 
be given on the first occasion when 
notice can be given. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: 
When ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think | 


lst April next year. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: We | 
shall go on paying for eighteen months | 
longer ; is that it ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that | 
was the case. There were other purposes | 
which might be served by a system of 
subsidies. What the Admiralty felt 
was that the principle which ought to 
govern the application of a subsidy was | 
that by that payment they should obtain 
something which they would not get in 
any other way. He would add a word 
to show that they had not been unmind- | 
ful of the recommendations of the Com- | 
mittee to which he had referred. They 
felt as strongly as that Committee that 
it would be a great advantage in the 
administration of any sum voted by 
Parliament for the purpose of subsidising 
shipping that it should be administered 
under some central authority. He did | 
not know whether the Committee realised 
how large those sums were. They | 
amounted to many hundred thousand | 


pounds. He was not prepared now to) 
<liscuss whether the principle was right | 
or wrong, but he was quite sure that the 
Committee would agree with him that if | 
these subsidies were to be paid it mes 
much better that they should be paid in 
pursuance of a national and uniform 
policy rather than expended by various 
Departments without consultation. 


! 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said the 
Secretary to the Admiralty had made a 
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most important and unexpected announce- 
ment. Speaking for himself, and for hon. 
Members sitting on the Opposition side 
of the House, they would concur in the 
new policy which had been announced. 
The hon. Member for Oldham had talked 
of these subsidies as a waste of money. 
Both parties had been responsible for this 
expenditure in the past. He himself had 
said in public on a former occasion that 
he believed this merchant cruiser policy 
had not been cordially accepted by any 
Board of Admiralty for many years past. 
(It had been acquiesced in rather than 
,accepted and approved by successive 
| Boards of Admiralty. He was extremely 
pleased as well as surprised at the 
announcement the hon. Gentleman had 
made. He took it that this item for 





| merchant cruisers was to disappear from 


the Estimates in future. 





*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: On the 
present basis of payment. It may be 
necessary to pay subsidies for high speed 
or special qualifications. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: At 
all events this particular Vote was coming 
toanend. The last White Star agreement 
was made some time in the end of last 
year ; and, as he understood, it was an 
agreement for three years. He took it 
that that would be terminated at the end 
of the three years. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Almost all 
these agreements come to an end in 
April, 1905. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
his information was that it was an agree- 
ment for three years. He was not aware 
of any clause in the agreement that would 
bring it to an end earlier than the close 
of these three years. The Admiralty 
now told the Committee that the principle, 
at all events, of this Subsidies Vote was 
abandoned, and that if there were to be 
subsidies at allin regard to merchant 
cruisers in future Estimates they would 
be based on another kind of policy from 
the present. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: To make 
it clear I will read the Clause :-— 


“This agreement shall be deemed to have 
come into force except as regards the ‘ Oceanic’ 
as and from the Ist day of April, 1900, and for 
the ‘Oceanic’ from the lst day of October, 








1215 


1900, and shall continue until the expiration 
of twelve calendar months notice in writing 
expiring on the Ist day of April in any year 
given by either party provided that no such 
notice shall be given so as to expire at any 
earlier date than the Ist of April, 1905.” 


Supply— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | said 
he understood that the White Star 
contract wouldhave to run for three 
years, but that was immaterial. The 
real point was thatthe Merchant Cruiser 
Vote was to be abandoned at the earliest 
possible time, and what was to take its 
place need not now be discussed. He 
did not know how this would bear upon 
another most important question, to 
which he could not do more than allude, 
and the most extraordinary arrangement 
ever made outside an Irish Land Bill, 
involving encrmous payments to one or 
two shipping companies. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
he had listened with very great regret 
to the speech of hishon. friendthe Member 
for King’s Lynn, and with still greater 
regret to the announcement made by 
his hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty. If the policy of theAdmiralty 
in future was to be to dissociate our 
naval preparations from questions of 
construction in connection with the 
mercantile marine, then it was a most 
regrettable announcement from the 
point of view of naval preparations. 
But if his hon. friend merely meant by 
the announcement that the Naval Votes 
in future should not bear the subsidies, 
and that their place would be taken by 
some harmonious arrangement for the 
construction of merchant ships that 
would be useful in an emergency for war 
purposes, then, perhaps, the announce- 
ment had not the importance that had 
been attached to it. Upon this point 
the answer of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had not been quite clear. 
The advantage that would accrue to 
our naval preparations by having avail- 
able in time of need merchant ships 
fitted with arrangements for guns and 
warlike purposes would be enormous. 
He hoped the change was rather in the 
form of Estimates than a change of 
policy, and that vessels of high speed, 
and with special attention to details, 
would continue to be built, so that while 


their utility for merchant service would | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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not be impaired they would at short 
notice be ready for Admiralty purposes. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he had heard with considerable satis- 
faction the announcement made on behalf 
of the Admiralty with regard to the 
subsidies for cruisers. He brought this 
matter up before in connection with the 
mail contract. For instance, there was 
the case of the Canadian Pacific service 
which received a subsidy for three cruisers. 
These vessels were absolutely worthless 
for cruisers, because they did not steam 
above fourteen knots an hour, and would 
not be of any value to the country in 
time of war. Obviously that was a con- 
tract that should be terminated at the 
first opportunity. The present arrange- 
ment was mixed up with the mail con- 
tract, which he thought was to run for 
five years from April 1901. The amount 
received was, he thought £7,000 a year, 
and that was absolutely wasted money, 
so far as the Canadian Pacific was con- 
cerned. With regard to the P. & OU. 
Company, there were separate contracts 
with the Admiralty, and, therefore, the 
Secretary to the Admiralty would know 
the terms on which they were made, 
and when they would expire. There 
again he thought the Admiralty should 
take the first opportunity of terminating 
the contracts. The P. & O. boats prac- 
tically did not steam more than fourteen 
or fifteen knots an hour, and could not 
compete in speed with foreign boats. 
They could not catch another boat or 
run out of the road themselves. He 
had always heard that the policy of 
mixing up the mail contracts with the 
giving of subsidies for cruisers was a 
wrong policy, and that the question of 
cruisers should stand entirely by itself. 
The Government should do what they 
could to induce the owners of merchant 
vessels to provide speed qualities, and it 
was all-important that any contracts 
entered intoshould be for a short period, 
so that they could at any time take 
advantage of the quickest steamer 
belonging to the British merchant ser- 
vice. In that way they would encour- 
age the owners of British merchant 
vessels to build ships which would be 
able to compete in crossing the Atlantic 
with German vessels. He was glad that 
this matter had now got some pro- 
minence. 
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*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
congratulated the Admiralty on the de- 
cision arrived at in reference to this parti- 
cular matter. It was a source of great 
satisfaction to himself, as chairman of the 
Committee that gave this matter a great 
deal of attention, that the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee had not been set 
aside, but that it had been taken seriously 
into consideration. “The more they 
enquired into the matter, the more it 
appeared that the subsidies paid as retain- 
ing fees for the use of vessels in time of 
war were absolutely money thrown away. 
It was very desirable, in view of the 
retrenchment which the country de- 
manded in many quarters, that these 
subsidies as now given should no longer 
be paid. The subsidies, however, could 
only be terminated on the expiry of the 
existing contracts. The hon. Member for 
theShipley Division should realise that the 
Admiralty, in coming to this decision in 
regard to subsidies, did not discard para- 
graph 21 of the Committee’s Report, in 
which they recommended the Admiralty 
to give subsidies for a limited number of 
vessels of the highest speed. 


SIR FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
if the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
make it clear that they were not departing 
altogether from the policy of subsidies he 
would be perfectly satisfied, but the hon. 
Gentleman had not made that clear. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL said he had 
wanted to point out that paragraph 22, 
which recommended the discontinuance 
of subsidies which were merely retaining 
fees in time of war, was not antagonistic 
to paragraph 21, which stated that the 
Admiralty should subsidise a limited 
number of merchant ships of the highest 
speed for national defence. He warmly 
congratulated the Board of Admiralty on 
their good work and the admirable 
administration of his hon. friend the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
wished to make this matter quite clear. 
His hon. friend the Member for Shipley 
and the hon. Member for Aston Manor 
had correctly interpreted the intention 
of the Admiralty, but in subsidising 
merchant vessels for military purposes 
they put the standard of speed higher— 
22 knots instead of 20. He was not to 
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be taken as stating that no subsidy would 
be paid by any other Department for 
reasons other than military. He spoke 
only for the Admiralty. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said he was heartily glad to hear the 
announcement made by the Secretary to 
the Admiralty that afternoon. He was 
the more glad because he trusted it would 
be a warning to the Admiralty to pay more 
attention to the observations and facts 
given in this House. When the Vote for 
subsidising merchant steamers was first 
suggested he objected to it and had opposed 
it every year since. The Admiralty had, 
however, gone on paying these subsidies 
year after year, although it had been 
shown that the money might as well have 
been thrown into the sea. And now they 
had had it from a late Secretary to the 
Admiralty that in his time the facts were 
well known, and the Admiralty hardly 
believed in the policy, but acquiesced in it. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: That 


is my impression. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: That is the hon. 
Gentleman’s impression—that the Admir 
aity brought down a Vote for money year 
after year for a policy in which they never 
believed but in which they acquiesced ! 
He was glad that the policy had re- 
ceived its quietus from the painstaking 
report of the Committee presided over 
by the hon. Member for Aston Manor. 
He congratulated the hon. Member on 
his good work. He was glad that they 
had now an Admiralty that had been able 
to do something more than acquiesce in 
expenditure, but had the courage to stop a 
particular policy which they believed to 
be bad. 


*Smr CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in 
Furness) said that as a Member of the Sub- 
sidies Committee he could say that there 
was abundant evidence that the payment 
of this £77,000 a year had been entirely 
wasted money. With one or two excep- 
tions the vessels were not of the highest 
speed. The majority did not exceed 15 or 
16 knots, and therefore they could not be 
used as effective scouts. Then except one 
or two, they had no gun platforms, and 
none of them had guns, although the Com- 
mittee were told that the guns were in 











1219 Supply— 


store. He was very glad that these pay- 
ments were to be discontinued. The hon. 
Member for Shipley said he would like 
to see merchant vessels of the highest 
speed subsidised by the Admiralty for 
service in time of war. He had his 
‘doubts about the utility of that. It was 
well known that few steamship lines 
could employ vessels of 22 or 25 knots ; 
and he believed that those lines which had 
steamers of a less high speed would. offer 
their services in time of war for the high 
payment they would then get for them. 
¥or his own part he would rather prefer 
to see the Navy complete in itself, and 
not dependent on the merchant service 
either for ships or men. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said 
he would remind the hon. and gallant 
Member for Yarmouth that when Lord 
Spencer went to the Admiralty he found 
the policy which had been introduced 
shortly before by Mr. Forwood in the 
previous Conservative Administration. 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB said he could 
assure the hon. Member that he applied 
his observations equally to both Con- 
servative and Liberal Governments. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he wished to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty what 
really was the particular policy of the Ad- 
miralty ? In the First Lord’s statement, 
issued with the Navy Estimates, it was 

-said that— 

‘* Before the current agreement in respect of 
subsidised merchant cruisers with the various 
steamship companies expires two years hence, 
the Board will have to reconsider their policy 
in respect to ships of no special speed in the 
light of the Reports of the two Committees 
already mentioned—” 
viz., the inter-departmental Committee 
presided over by Lord Camperdown and 
the Committee of the House of Commons 
of which the hon. Member for Aston 
Manor was chairman. But since that 
statement was made the Admiralty had 
entered into what was known as the 
Cunard agreement. They knew that 
under that agreement the Government 
were to make large advances to the 
Cunard Company to build large ships of 
great speed, and that when the ships 
were completed the Admiralty were to 
pay large subsidies for their use in time 
of war. It was of extreme importance 


Sir Charles Cayzer. 


{COMMONS} 
‘that the hon. Gentleman should tell the 
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Committee what they were to look for- 
ward to asthe new policy of the Ad- 
miralty. Was it to be on the lines of 
the Cunard agreement ? 


Mr. WINSTON CHURGHILL said he 
wished to emphasise the financial aspect 
of the case revealed to the House. Here 
was a naval policy which a good many 
years ago was decided upon on the advice 
of experts of very high authority. In 
pursuance of that policy, year after 
year, under various Administrations, 
they had expended large sums of money. 
Over and over again protests had been 
faade by private Members of the House 
against that policy. Nevertheless, year 
after year Ministers of both Parties, sup- 
ported by experts, who were never 
wrong, defended that policy; and now 
in the end they were told that that 
policy had been altogether mistaken, 
that all the money had been absolutely 
thrown away, and that the policy 
was to be discontinued in _ the 
future. How was it that this decision 
had been arrived at? It had been 
arrived at by the criticisms of his hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for Yar- 
mouth, and by the work of private 
Members sitting on the Shipping Com- 
mittee; and the final death-blow had 


‘been given to it by the Gentleman who 


moved the reduction of the Vote. These 
facts ought not to be lost sight of, 
because they showed that the criticism 
of private Members sometimes provoked 
a useful economy in the public service. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that the hon. Member had called 
this a naval policy ; he called it a policy 
of naval waste. He had protested not 
only against these subsidies, but against 
every item in the Naval Estimates. For 
twelve long years he had protested 
against one Government and another 
paying these large sums of money as 
subsidies to merchant steamers; and he 
congratulated the hon. Gentleman that 
he had at last opened his eyes to the 
naval waste. In these twelve years 
they had squandered in subsidies about 
£500,000. [An Hon. MEMBER: More.} 
He always liked to be moderate and put 
things low, but say £600,000. He did 
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hope that the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty and the First Lord of the Admir- 
alty would no longer so absolutely 


believe in their naval experts, and that | 


they would look into every item of the 
Naval Estimates and take off about 
£10,000,000 per annum, while leaving 
the Navy quite as efficient. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was not concerned to defend the Admir- 
alty of the Government with which he 
was connected ten years ago, but when 
they came into office they found the 
system in existence, and of recent crea- 
tion. Hehad given hisown impression of 
what his colleagues thought of it. Allusion 
had been made by the hon. Gentleman 
below the gangway and the hon. Mem- 
ber for Northampton to the delusions of 
naval experts, but he only rose for the 
purpose of emphasising the question put 
by the hon. Member for Devonport as to 
what was the nature of the new policy. 
They were entitled te know what was 
the nature of the new policy adumbrated 
in the First Lord’s statement, and also 
whether the Cunard agreement was to 
be taken as a type of the new cruiser con- 
tract to replace the contract which had 
been abolished. He hoped the hon. 
(rentleman would give an answer before 
the Motion was withdrawn. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
the Cunard agreement was not now 
under discussion; but every agreement 
nade with shipowners with regard to 
subsidies in the future would be on 
the condition that they would be paid 
for something in addition to that which 
the Admiralty could obtain in the 
ordinary course by a mercantile arrange- 
ment. He was not prepared to make 
any statement as to the terms of future 
agreements with shipowners. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
before withdrawing his Amendment he 
might be allowed to express his gratifica- 
cation, .nd also his surprise, that the step 
which he took with the expectation that 
he should be called a mutineer had been 


followed with such satisfactory results. | 


The Admiralty, however, having come 
to the conclusion to abolish those agree- 
ments, found they could not do it for 
two or three years. 


VOL. CXXIV,. [FourtH Sertrs.] 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said it 
| was the same in his time. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that all 
who were connected with the Admiralty 
were tarred with the same brush; but if 
the hon. Gentleman opposite when he 
was at the Admiralty had given notice 
to terminate those agreements, he him- 
self should not have been obliged to 
force the Government to accept dictation 
as to their policy from King’s Lynn. 
Repentance had now followed the evil 
doing; but he was still afraid. If the 
Admiralty had made up their minds to 
give up this policy, they should give up 
the Cunard and Morgan agreements. 
He would be compelled to move a reduc- 
tion later if any new agreement were 
entered into with the Cunard Company 
or the Morgan Syndicate on account of 
speed, as that was now more attainable 
by the Admiralty themselves. He 
therefore urged that instead of a 
day being given to discuss the Cunard 
and Morgan agreements, the agreements 
should be abandoned. If not, he could 
promise the Government would have 
serious trouble in the future. He was 
much obliged to his hon. friend for the 
way in which he had reconsidered his 
proposal, and he asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
would now endeavour to make some reply 
tothe many hon. Members who hadspoken 
in regard to this section of Vote 8. He 
did not propose to reply on the question 
of general policy which had been raised 
in almost identical terms on four occa- 
sions. Hecould add nothing to what he 
had said on those former occasions. His 
views on the question of‘an international 
arrangement were perfectly well known, 
and as far as his voice was concerned, his 
hon. friend the Member for Dundee 
knew the sense in which his opinion 
would be given. He would confine 
himself to matters which were strictly 
germane to that section of the Vote. 


_With regard to the insertion in the 
2T 











1223 Supply— 


Estimates for this year of the con- 
tribution in aid by the Colonial Govern- 
ments, his hon. friend seemed to imply 
that the Admiralty should be censured. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: At — 
rate his hon. friend criticised the matter. 
But he thought the Committee would 
see that when the representatives of | 
these great colonies had given under- | 
takings in the names of their Govern- | 
ments, so far as they were able to/| 
do so, it would have been a grave dis- | 
courtesy, to say the least of it, on the | 
part of the Board cf Admiralty, if they 
had taken no notice of those undertak- 
ings and had made no reference to them 





in the Estimates for the year. The 
Admiralty therefore inserted these 
figures and also a statement, which 


could leave no doubt as to the conditions 
on which they appeared, pointing out 
that in certain cases the contribution was 
dependent upon the constitutional con- 
firmation of the undertaking of the 
Prime Minister by the Parliament | 


of the colony concerned. His hon. 
friend the Member for Gateshead 
referred to the increase in the 


amount for repairs; but he thought 
his hon. friend had indulged, to say 
the least of it, in a slight exaggeration. 
His hon. friend said that nearly 
£1,000,000 of the additional amount 
required for repairs was due to the 
policy of putting water-tube boilers into 
ships. He was not going in'o the ques- 
tion of water-tube boilers now; but he 
should like to point out that whereas 
the whole number of ships with water- 
tube boilers to be repaired, including 
three or four small sloops, was only 
eighteen, the number of ships which 
had cylindrical boilers was fifty-three. | 
Therefore, it was an exaggeration of a 
very extreme kind to suggest that the | 
addition to the Repairs Vote was due in | 
any large proportion to repairs to water- 
tube boilered ships. He thought the’ 
Committee ought to be informed of the 
proportion. He frankly admitted that | 
the amount for repairs was very high | 
indeed, but he was prepared to justify | 
it The Board of Admiralty had adopted | 
a policy which had already commended 
itself to the House and the country, of ' 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 


| agree 


ition for that statement. 


| ments 
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striking a large number of ineffective 
ships off the Navy List every year. Puri 
passu with that procedure they had 
adopted the policy of making every ship 
which they retained on the List effective 
for war. He believed they would all 
that it was no use keeping 
ships on the List if they were not 
effective for war. Whether certain ships 
should have been more frequently re- 
paired or not he did not say; but the 
policy of the present Board of Admira!ty 
was that no ship should be retained on 
the List which was not prepared to go 
to war. They had adopted this system 
of large repairs with a definite object 
and aim, and they believed that they were 
within measurable distance of accom- 
plishing it, and that by the end of twelve 
months from the present date they 
would have a larger proportion of ships 
in perfect repair than they had ever 
possessed before. They wou'd then be in 
a position to make unhindered progress 
with the new building programme. 
Therefore, he did not apologise for the 
magnitude of the Repairs Vote. The hon. 
Member for Chester had made a sharp 
attack on the Admiralty under an entire 
misapprehension. The hon. Member 
represented that the Admiralty were 
lamentably uninformed in regard to 
what was going on in other countries, 
and that they required to be told by the 
newspapers what was taking place in 
foreign dockyards. There was no founda- 
The hon. 
Member had called attention to th 
omission from the Return, which had 
been presented to the House on the 
Motion of his right hon. friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, of any 
of the projected Russian ships. The ex- 
planation was perfectly simple. They 
had followed tiie precedent which had 
been followed on previous occasions. 


| Ships were inserted in the List which 
'were actually announced as_ projected 


in the way in which such announce- 
are usually made in consti- 
tutional countries, or for which money 


| had been voted, or with which pro 


gress had been made. None of those con- 
ditions applied to these Russian ships, and 
for those reasons they were not included. 
But the Committee must not suppose 
that the Admiralty were not as well 
informed as the hon. Member's informant 
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to Russian shipbuilding. All the facts 
and all the rumours to which the hon. 
Member had referred were perfectly well 
known to the Board of Admiralty. With 
regard to the large programme which 
the hon. Member attributed to Russia, 
these ships had not been laid down, and 
he might be certain that when any 
progress was made the Admiralty would 
be informed. 


The whole of the ships which were 
contemplated had been taken into 
account by the Admiralty in fram- 
ing the programme which they had 
submitted to the House. It was con- 
ceivable that the programme which they 
were led to believe was contemplated by 
Russia might be accelerated in a way 
they did not anticipate. There might 
be some greit development in the 
rapidity of Russian shipbuilding, there 
might be some expansion of the Russian 
yards—of which at present they saw no 
signs—which would upset their caleula- 
‘ions; but he could assure the hon. 
Member that the House of Commons 
would not be left long in ignorance of 
he fact if such a fact did arise. He 
‘ould assure the hon. Member for Ports- 
mouth, who had discussed a matter of 
great importance to his constituents, that 
the policy of entrusting a large amount 
of Admiralty work to contractors outside 
the dockyards was one followed with a 
iull appreciation of the desirability, he 
might say the necessity, of keeping the 
royal dockyards full of work. If his 
40n. friend desired to prove the sincerity 
‘§ that intention, and the ability of the 
\dmiralty to give effect to that intention, 
ie had only to look at the wages bill 
n the great dockyards, and especially in 
hat which he represented, to see that 
chere had been no falling off in the 
etivity of the Admiralty in respect of 
dockyard work. He did not think he 
need discuss now the question of sub- 
sidies raised by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. If atsome future time the 
hon. Member found it necessary to move 
further in the matter, he had no doubt 
there would be some one in his place who 
would becompetent todeal with the sub- 
ject. He should like to say, in passing, that 
he did not make the admission which had 


been attributed to him, that the prede-! 
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as to what was contemplated in regard | 
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cessors of the present Board were in 
error in what they did in this matter. 
It was, he thoucht, the inevitable law 
of naval progress that the time must 
come for a change of policy. At the 
time these merchant cruisers were first 
adopted as part of the Royal Navy they 
were the fastest ships afloat. Our own 
cruisers could not have beaten them, nor 
even have touched them, either in endur- 
ance or in speed. There were then no 
armoured cruisers, or practically none, 
in existence; but with the improve- 
ments in armaments and projectiles, 
especially in the quick-firing gun, and 
the use of high explosives, which had 
been introduced since this policy came 
into effect, there had been a radical change 
from the conditions which then existed 
It was not, however, his business to 
deal with that aspect of the case. He 
only stated the fact to explain the 
view taken by the present Board of 
Admiralty. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Sheffield that it was desirable 
that everything should be done to meet 
the convenience of the private trade 
with regard to armour, and the Admir- 
alty were doing, and in the past two 
years had done, what they could to 
meet that convenience. But his hon. 
friend knew very well that there were 
conditions which over-rode any desire 
of that kind, that the course of ship- 
building was the prevailing factor in 
the situation, and that they must order 
the armour with some relation to the 
building progress. He thought his hon. 
friend had no reason to complain, because 
he believed he was correct in saying 
that the practice of deferring ships in 
a particular programme for twelve and 
eighteen months after the date at 
which they were mentioned in that 
House had been departed from during 
the present year, and he thought the 
Board of Admiralty would make a still 
further departure from that practice 
in the coming year. His hon. friend 
had referred to the delay which had 
taken place, but he thought he ought 
to have confined his statement to the 
armoured cruisers of the ‘‘ Devonshire ”’ 
class. 


Navy Estimates. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said he only referred to what 
happened last year; he did not make 

2T2 
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a general statement. He merely said 
some of the work of the previous year 
was sixteen months in arrear. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said though 
there was an initial delay in laying 
down those ships, he had reason to 
believe that the rate of progress was 
now very rapid, and that, barring that 
initial delay, amounting to two-and-a- 
half months in some cases, the anticipa- 
tions which had been formed with 
regard to the completion of those ships 
would be realised. Before he concluded 
his remarks he would like to mention 
that there was a slight alteration 
in the Naval Programme as announced 
to the House <A small sum, £17,000, 
was taken in the original programme for 
building three third-class cruisers. The 
Board of Admiralty, in view of the ex- 
periments—and they were experiments— 
which were being made with the new 
scouts, preferred to postpone the com- 
mencement of these three ships and to 
devote that small sum of money to 
accelerating other work, reserving to 
themselves the decision of whether this 
particular design should be completed 
in the light of the experience they hoped 
to gain. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN said the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 


Admiralty had stated that he (Sir 
William) had exaggerated. If that 


were so he could not help it as the 
Kstimates appeared to be quite plain. 
He would, however, clear up the matter 
from the Estimates. The increase in 
the repairs, if the amount for the armour 
was deducted in the two items for 
1902-5, and for this year, would be 
found to be £1,000,663. Therefore it 
could not be said that his statement was 
an exaggeration. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Admiralty had not, so far as he 
had seen, replied to the question of 
whether it would be advisable in place 
of one naval attach’ for Rome and St. 
Petersburg to have one in each country, 
having regard to the announcements 
that had been made in the House that 
Russia was building ships in excess of 
her published programme. He thought 

Mr. James Hope. 


{COMMONS} 
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such a change would be of great benetit 
tu this country. Another omission vi 
his hon. friend was that he had dealt 
in only a single sentence with the point 
raised by the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Gateshead, who had for the last two 
years steadfastly refrained from repeating 
the allegations which he had made for 
the last eight years as to the policy of the 
Admiralty of boilering the fleet. The 
reason he had refrained from referring 
to that well-worn subject was that he 
desired the Admiralty to have the 
experience of all the experiments of the 
Boiler Committee. What had been the 
conduct of the Admiralty in regard to 
the recommendations of their own Boiler 
Committee? Those recommendations 
might be summed up in a_ single 
sentence. They were that the Admiralty 
should seek to find an efficient water- 
tube boiler by investigations and experi- 
ments. What had they done? Every 
new ship, first-class battleship, cruiser 
and vessel of smaller size, had been 
fitted as a matter of course with water- 
tube boilers of one kind or another, and 
to-day there was not a ship under design 
at the Admiralty or under construction 
in the dockyards or in private yards 
that was not for the most part fitted 
with this type of boiler. Having regard 
to the history of the boiler question, and 
having regard to the fact that Lord 
Goschen appointed the Boiler Committee, 
he thought more respect should have 
been paid to the recommendations of 
the Committee. 


The matter could not be dismissed by 
a mere allusion to the reiterated state- 
ments of the hon. Member for Gates- 
head, while the Admiralty continued to 
fit His Majesty’s ships, as a matter of 
course, with this type of boiler, The 
hon. Member had attempted to defend 
the policy of the Admiralty in connection 
with the “Hyacinth.” The matter of 
thirty-eight minutes refer ed to might be 
important in strategy, but, in his opinion, 
endurance, reliability, and increased 


range were much more important. As 
one having responsibility in similar 
matters, he was convinced that the 


Admiralty were pursuing a foolish and 
dangerous policy in boilering new ships 
with a type of boiler of which the ex- 
perience had been very unfavourable. 
The reasons urged in favour of such 
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boilers were mainly considerations of 
weight, and the increase of offensive and 
defensive power made possible upon a 


{2 JuLy 1903} 


given displacement by reason of the. 


saving in weight. But the fact that 
these boilers were less economical with 
coal completely disposed of those reasons, 
because the extra coal required was at 
least equivalent to the saving of weight 
in the boilers. The Admiralty, when 
they determined a year or so ago to fit 
new vessels with one-fifth of the old and 
well-known type of boiler, and four- 
fifths of these new, and comparatively 
experimental, boilers, took a step in the 
right direction, but they had not gone 
far enough. He pleaded with the 
Government to consider whether they 
had really given effect, in letter and in 
spirit, to the recommendations of the 
Boiler Committee, those recommenda- 
tions being substantially to the effect 


that the Admiralty should hold their 


‘hands before irrevocably committing 
His Majes y's ships to propulsion by 


oilers which had hitherto not proved | 


themselves capable of the necessary 
endurance. 
Mr. KEARLEY said the policy 


laid down bythe Secretary to the 
Admiralty, of at once clearing off the 
| st all obsolete ships, and bringing the 
remainder up to an efficient condition 
for war, was one wth which they all 


cordially agreed. A single glance at the | 
Estimates, however, revealed the fact | 
that there had been an enormous in- | 


crease in the expenditure for repairs, 
not only in the Government yards, but 


also in the yards of outside contractors. | 
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contractor's yard for repairs, no con- 
tract price was asked for, but the 
Admiralty guaranteed a profit of 20 per 
cent. for wear-and-tear expenses, and, 
in addition, a clear profit of 10 per cent. to 
the contractor. He did not now intend to 
argue whether the 10 per cent. or the 20 
per cent. was excessive or not, but he 
wished to emphasise the fact that 
in this new departure of sending 
ships in such numbers to con- 
tractors for repairs the Government 
should adhere to the policy that they 
had exercised in their own dockyards 
for so many years—viz., that, prior 
to any repair being undertaken an 
estimate was asked for and was expected 
to be adhered to, and in the majority of 
cases the estimate was not exceeded. 
He was informed that the policy in the 
contract yards was altogether different, 
and he thought they ought to have an 
assurance from the Government that 
they would insist on contractors giving 
estimates in the same way as their own 
yards. There had been rather a news- 
paper agitation on behalf of contractors 
with a view to inducing a great propor- 


tion of work to go their way instead of 


'to the dockyards. 


Aspersions had been 
cast upon the quality and quantity of 


‘work turned out in the Royal yards, 


and suggesting that the Admiralty sent 
work to contractors’ yards because they 
could get better results and at better 
prices. He denied that, but he would 
like to have the opinion of the Secretary 
to the Admiralty on the point. Was ita 
fact that the quality, quantity, and price 


of the work was inferior in any shape 
/or form to that produced by contract 


Under Section E ast year the amount 


voted for repairs in contractors’ yards 


was £175,000, this year it had increased | 
to £722,000. As he had before stated, | 
the Admiralty had pursued a very wise | 


policy in regard to ships built by con- | fed 
| fier 


itract in insisting that they should be 
finished at the contractor's yard, instead 
of being brought round to the dock- 
yards, as was the old practice—a course 


| made 
'standard of the past. 


which occasioned a great waste both of | 


time and money. With regard to the 


repairs, he desired to direct attention to_ 


the principle on which the Admiralty 
were working. The working basis was 
that, when these ships were sent to the 


work 1? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said he 
was not concerned to reply to anonymous 
criticisms of which he had not before 
heard. The Admiralty were _ satis- 
with the work of the Royal 
Dockyards, and every effort was being 
to keep it up to the high 
The system of 
sending ships for repairs to contractors’ 
yards had become necessary, because it 
was not possible, with advantage to the 
service, to repair all the ships in the 
dockyards. The practice of proceeding 
on a schedule of prices greatly com- 
mended itself to the Admiralty. He 
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believed that nothing would be gained, 

but that a great deal would be lost, by 
insisting on prices being given in every case 
where a ship was sent to a contractor's 
yard for repairs. It was true that pro- 
visional estimates were given in the dock 

yards, but it was also true that if those | 
estimates were exceeded or not attained 

nothing happened. The ships had to be 
repaired, and there was no question of 

profit or loss, although it was desirable, 

of course, to keep the work as close to 
the estimate as possible. A contractor 
was not in a position to make an accurate | 
estimate as to the amount of repairs a 
ship required. Looking at the outside 
of the ship, he could not tell the nature 
of the work that would have to be 
undertaken. So self-evident was this 
proposition that it had commended itself 
to a large proportion of the mercantile 
firms of the country, and the Admiralty 
were working on precisely the same 
terms as were agreed to by the mercantile | 
firms who entered into business arrange- 
ments with the same yards. In face of 
that fact, the hon. Member could hardly | 
sustain the proposition that by adopt- 
ing this course, which had the approval 
of expert authorities, and presented the 
great advantage that it eased the pres- 
sure on the dockyards, the Admiralty 
were losing money and being cheated in 
a manner which private firms were not. 
On the contrary, the Admiralty believed 
they were getting value for their money, 
and greatly helping the service of the 
country. 


Supply— 


Mr. KEARLEY said he did not say 
there was any question of cheating ; he 
merely contended that it was not business 
to spend money in that way. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
would withdraw the word * cheating.” 
But if it were not a business-like course 
to pursue, firms which had to strike a_ 
profit or loss on the year’s trading cer- 
tainly would not adopt it. In this case 
the Admiralty were simply doing what 
had so often been urged upon them—viz., 
that they should follow the lines adopted | 
by persons working for commercial profit. | 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £3,206,100, Naval Armaments. 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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Navy Estimates, 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS reminded. 
the Secretary to the Admiralty of the 
point to which he drew his attention 
sometimeago, and that wasthedesirability 
of putting a number of hired men in the- 


'gun wharf on the establishment. The 


matter was not a large one, as there 
were only a few whom the concession 
would affect, but the principle in 
volved was an important one. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that 
the Admiralty were at the present. 


/moment engaged in a very careful 


inquiry into the question, but he was. 
not at present able to let him know the 
result of it. 


3. £69,400, Scientific Services. 
4. £116,400, for Educational Services. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said there 
was another case to which he had 
frequently drawn the attention of his 
hon. friend—viz., the case of the school- 
Perhaps the Secretary to the 
Admiralty would take the opportunity 


| of stating when he was likely to be able 


to give the House any information on 
the decision the Admiralty had come to. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER feared that 
he could not give his hon. friend any 
information about the schoolmasters. 


5, £297,500, Royal Naval Reserves. 


6. £409,500, Miscellaneous 
Services. 


Effective 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS asked what 
happened in the case of a naval disaster 
like the ‘*Gondor ” and “Cobia,” and 
what compensation was paid to men for 
loss of kit and private property. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that 
if the losses of officers and men were 
sustained while on duty all the equip- 
ment necessary to enable the lesers to 
re-equip themselves for the service was. 
replaced, but in cases where the articles: 


were not necessary they were expected 


to make their own insurance in regard 
to them. 








we 
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Mr. LOUGH said he noticed the 
usual element of extravagance extended 
to this Vote also. What was the neces- 
sity for an increase of £41,000 in this 
Vote, which was an increase of 10 per 
cent ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
hon. Member’s suspicions were not well 
founded, because the increase was due to 
a transfer of items from other Votes. 
The item for travelling expenses of civil 
and military officers had been transferred 
to this Vote, where it did not appear last 
year. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said there was in this Vote an appropria- 
tion in aid from the Australian Com- 
monwealth. He wished to know if since 
this subject was last before the Committee 
any decision had been come to in regard 
to this matter by the Australian Common- 
wealth. Upona previous occasion he 
called attention to the fact that the in- 
sertion in the Naval Estimates of these 
colonial appropriations in aid of Naval 
expenditure were purely fictitious. No 
definite binding agreement had been come 
to with Australia, and yet they found in 
the various Votes these appropriations in 
aid definitely credited to the benefit of 
the British Admiralty. So far as he 
was aware the Australian Commonwealth 
had never entered into any agreement 
upon this point. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he was 
sorry the hon. Member was not present 
when he dealt with this question. 
The statement which the hon. Member 
thought ought to be inserted appeared on 
the Estimates. In answer to the hon. 
Member for Dundee he had explained the 
reasons which induced the Board of 
Admiralty to insert these sums in the Esti- 
mates for the current year. The reason was 
that it might have been thought dis- 
courteous to the Colonial Premiers who 
had given these undertakings if they 
made no reference to the matter in the 
Naval Estimates. 


7. £306,400, Admiralty Oifice. 


Mr. LOUGH said he should like an | 
explanation of the increase in this Vote. | 
He should like an explanation of the 
item of £116,000 for travelling expenses. 
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There was also an increase of £23,000 in 
the department of the Controller of the 
Navy, or altogether a net increase of 
about £30,000. Perhaps the Secretary 
to the Admiralty would explain why the 
travelling expenses dropped out this year, 
and why the expenditure in the depart- 
ment of the Controller had been increased 
by £23,000. That was a substantial 
increase, amounting to nearly 10 per cent. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 

should have thought that an explanation 
in regard to the travelling expenses 
was quite unnecessary, because he had 
already pointed out that those expenses 
had been transferred to Vote 11, and 
therefore they could not appear on both 
Votes. He admitted that the increase in 
the Controller's department was substan- 
tial. The increase of the work under- 
taken by the Controller to the Navy had 
been gigantic, and the hon. Member 
himself, who was constantly complaining 
of the increase, was the best witness to 
that fact. The manipulation of these 
large sums of money and their proper 
allocation could not be satisfactorily 
supervised except by a competent staff. 
Considering the vast amount of work 
which had been put upon the Controller 
of the Admiralty he thought his staff was 
still inadequate for the work. 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked if this great 
increase in the work was due to the 
new policy of doing so much work by 
contract. He was inclined to think that 
this new policy had entailed the creation 
of a new and very expensive sub-depart- 
ment of the Admiralty. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he did 
not think that was quite a justifiable 
s atement, for this was not a new de- 
partment, but simply an extension of 
the Controller's office. A large amount 
of additional work had to be done, and 
the Admiralty had to decide whether 
that work could be done at the Govern- 
ment dockyards. It was found neces- 
sary to transfer the work to the 
contractors. He be'ieved that every 
officer in the Admiralty would bear him 
out when he said that they had effected 
considerable economy by taking this 
course by relieving the congestion of 
the dockyards, and, besides this, the 
work would be done in a shorter time. 
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He would remind the hon. Member 
that there was nothing peculiar about 
this matter. There had always been a 
staff in connexion with the contract 
yards to supervise the building of ships. 
With the extension of that system to 
contract yards for repairing ships, it 
had become necessary to increase the 
staff of the Department. This was not 
the sole reason for the increase, because 
there had been an increase of the work 
all round. 


Mr. LOUGH said they were glad 
to receive that explanation. These 
Committees never recommended econo- 
my in any shape or form. Their in- 
quiries always led to some additional 
expenditure. It had been shown in the 
discussion that the Admiralty were 
giving out a great deal more on contract 
than before, and that was the reason 
why this additional expense was being 
incurred. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A portion 
of it. 


Mr. LOUGH: Well, a portion of it. 
Probably within the next year or two 
more work would be done in the dock- 
yards and less given out on contract. He 
asked whether this was to be a permanent 
increase of expenditure, or whether there 
was any elasticity about it. At a time 
when it was necessary to give out 
£3,000,000 more work on contract than 
formerly it was quite reasonable that 
there should be £20,000 more spent on 
the supervision of the work, but supposing 
this policy should be changed, and that 
it should become unnecessary to give out 
so much, had any arrangement been made 
by which a saving could be effected? He 
thought the expenses of public Depart- 
ments formed an element in the general 
extravagance of the country which they 
should look after very closely. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
if a great change of policy took place in 
the future there would be no difficulty in 
reducing the staff employed in connection 
with the contract yards. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
wished to make a _ suggestion. He 
thought it would be advisable not to 


Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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press on the Report Stage of these Votes 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 


at once, because he understood that 
something was to be said by the First 
Lord which they ought to have an 
opportunity of discussing. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
neither the hon. Member nor himself 
had any right to anticipate what the 
First Lord would say. He did not quite 
recognise the force of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s reason for the suggestion he had 
made, but, if it was desired, the Report 
Stage might be allowed to remain over 
for a little. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


Crass IT. 


8. £13,869, to complete the sum for 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, 
etc., Office. 

9. £15,312, to complete the sum for 
Charity Commission. 


Cuass III. 


10. £116,635, to complete the sum for 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain. 

11. £21,521, to complete the sum for 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 


Cuass VII. 


12. £27,000, to complete the sum for 
Temporary Commissions. 

13. £14,261, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Expenses. 

14. £19,359, Repayments to the Local 
Loans Fund. 

15. £30,000, 
1904. 


St. Louis Exhibition, 


Crass II. 


16. £9, to complete the sum for 
Bankruptcy Department of the Board 
of Trade. 

17. £10,061, to complete the sum for 
Lunacy Commission, England. 

18. £16, to complete the sum for The 
Mint, including Coinage. 

19. £7,493, to complete the sum for 
National Debt Office. 

20. £14,158, to complete the sum for 
Public Record Office. 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 
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SUPPLY (22xp Aprit] REPORT. 


Order read, for further consideration | 


of Resolution |22nd April], “ That asum, 
not exceeding £139,395, be granted to 
His Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1904, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Office of the Committee of Privy 
Trade 


Departments, including a Grant-in-Aid.” 


Council for and Subordinate 


*Sin EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.) said he wished to move the 
reduction of the Vote by £100, in order 
to draw attention to the attitude taken 
hy the President of the Board of Trade 
of 


understood that 


made railway 


He 


Trade 


towards complaints 
rates by traders. 
of 


willing to give assistance to individual 


the Board were perfectly 
traders when they came with complaints 
of rates being unfair or prejudicial in re- 
lation to the rates of carriage of foreign 
produce imported from abroad, or that the 
rates in particular districts were too high 
as compared with the rates in other dis- 
tricts ; but it was not possible for small 
traders, and he spoke especially in the 
interests of farmers, men who lived in 
to 


vestigation, and to show how they were 


isolated districts, undertake the in- 
prejudiced by the inequality of rates, or 


the preference given to foreign importers. 


Take the case of the Great Western 
Railway, with which he was best ac- 
quainted. The rate for certain goods 


from Paddington to Bristol was as high 
as the rate from Paddington to Exeter, 
which was nearly double the distance. 
The higher rate was charged to Bristol 
because there was no competition, and 
until a new railway was made the 
suffer. 


Bristol traders were bound to 


Farmers living only six or seven miles 
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from Bristol were charged 3s. 4d. per ton 
for carriage of oil cake, while grain was 
charged only 2s. 6d. per ton, and if two 
tons of cake and two tons of wheat or oats 
were sent in one consignment the higher 
rate of 3s. 4d. was charged for the whole 
four tons. When complaint was made to 
the railway company the answer was— 

“Tf you don’t like it you can cart the cake 
from Bristol.” 


Again, the Great Western Railway 
charged 1s. 5d. for a ewt. of agricultural 
produce carried thirty miles, and under 
the Great Eastern 
The late Mr. 


Hanbury, as representing the Board of 


similar conditions 


Company only charged 9d. 


Agriculture, expressed the sympathy of 
that Department with the complaints of 
agriculturists in this matter, and he was 
glad to learn from a speech made by 
Lord Onslow that he was prepared to 
follow in Mr. Hanbury’s footsteps. But 
the Board of Trade was particularly con- 
cerned, and he asked that that Depart- 
ment should collect information as to rates 
and codify the rates to show where and 
how they pressed most unfairly upon small 
traders and producers, so that a redress 
of their grievances might be arrived at, 
To put it in a nutshell, what he asked the 
President of the Board of Trade was todo 
this. 
rates for agricultural produce over the 
This 


would enable the producer to see where 


To collect and compare the railway 
entire railways of Great Britain. 
he was unfairly treated. It was impos- 
sible for traders such as farmers to do 
this for themselves. 
from their isolated and scattered condition 


They were unable 


to unite and protect themselves as other 
traders did. He was only asking the 
President of the Board of Trade to do 
what Mr. Hanbury was pressing upon him 
at the time of his death to do for agri- 


culturists. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘£139,395,’ and insert 


* £139,295.’ °—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That ‘ £139,395’ stand part of the said 
Resolution.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


TO 


said he thoroughly understood the in- 


terest which the hon. Member took in | 
this question, an interest which was felt 
by many Members on both sides of the 
House. The hon. Gentleman began his 
speech by saying that the Board of Trade 


were not willing to help him on this 





question, but he could assure the hon. 


Gentleman that the Board of Trade were 


not only quite willing, but anxious in | 
every way to give assistance to put an end | 
to such anomalies as the hon. Member had | 
mentioned. The Board would investigate 


any complaint, whether made by an 


individual or a representative body, and, 


as a matter of fact, such complaints had 


been investigated, and redress obtained by | 


means of the conciliation powers conferred | 
by the Act. 


talk that unfair rates were charged upon | 


It was, of course, common | 
foreign produce coming by sea as against 
connected 


had been with the Board of 


inland produce, but in no case, since he | 

| 
sa ; ? ; 
Trade, had this been substantiated entirely. | 


A large consignment to one station cost | 
less in the handling and carriage than | 
small quantities delivered at different | 
He could not promise that the 


stations. | 
the | 
| 


of 


general inquiry asked for by the hon. | 


3oard Trade would undertake 


Member, and examine all the rate books | 
of the different railway companies to see 
where there were unfair rates. He was 
bound to say that he did not see how 
that could be possibly done. Years might 


be spent in investigation of rate books, 
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no definite result would be 


Report. 
and still 

arrived at. Redress could only be secured 
by the individual trader bringing his own 
particular grievance tothe Board of Trade, 
and asking them to go into the matter, 
when he was sure they would do their 


best to have it remedied. 


He did not believe that the means 
suggested by the hon. Member would be 
effective; and all he thought the House 
should ask the Board of Trade to do was 
that where means were available, they 
should use them in order to remove 
grievances of the character stated by the 
what the 
Board of Trade were now doing, and 

of Trade 
The Board did not ask 
All 


they askel was that where a person 


hon. Gentleman. That was 


what the Board were most 
anxious to do. 


that the injustice should be proved. 


thought a rate was unfair, he should 


send them a statement of what he 


thought the unfairness consisted of. 
The Board would go into the matter, 
and if they found an injusti e existed, 
they would dotheir best to remedy it. 


Anything more, in existing cireum- 


stances, could not be done by the De- 


partment ; and he could assure thie 
House that, within their powers, the 
Board of Trade were only too anxious 


to assist the traders of the country. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northainptonshire, 


| E.) said that the subject which had been 


raised by his hon. friend was one in which 

He 
was very dissatisfied with what had been 
said by the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Board of Trade. The hon. Gentle- 
man seemed to disclaim any right er 
duty on the part of the Board of Trade 
toenter into a general survey of the 
unfairness of railway rates. He under- 


stood from his late friend Mr. Hanbury 
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that he had laid a large number of com- 
plaints before the Board of Trade. What 
he himself wished to urge on the Board 
of Trade was that individual agricul- 
turists were placed in a position of very | 
great difficulty; and were unable to’ 
obtain the comparative rates which 
would enable them to establish their 
case except at great expense. They had 
aright to complain of the manner in| 
which the hon. Gentleman handled that 
particular difficulty. 


| 


Mr. BONAR LAW said he distinctly 
stated that all the Board required was 
that where a trader considered a rate to 
be unfair, he should communicate with 
the Board, and the Board themselves 
would make the necessary inquiries. 


Mr. CHANNING said that the hon. 
Gentleman had disclaimed any duty or 
responsibility to enter into the com- 
of various rates. 


parative justice 


Mr. BONAR LAW dissented. 


Mr. CHANNING said he was glad 
the hon. Gentleman dissented ; but that 
was the view conveyed by his speech. 
He shared the hon. Gentleman’s admira- 
tion of the late Mr. Hanbury’s idea of 
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starting associations which would formu” 
late complaints of a more general char- 
acter ; but that was now rather a matter 
of hope than of reality. At present, 
when complaints were made to the Board 
of Trade nothing came of them ; and that 
was due toa great extent to the costli- 


ness of the procedure. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said that there 
was absolutely no cost on the trader, 
except that involved in sending a letter 
to the Board. 


Mr. CHANNING said he had had to 
deal with many Presidents of the Board of 
Trade, and he knew what he was talking 
about. Traders generally had not re- 
ceived that support from the Board of 
Trade which they might reasonably have 
expected. He was glad his hon. friend 
had entered his protest against the in- 
activity of the Board, which he knew 
was somewhat'warmly resented by the late 
President of the Board of Agriculture : 
and he hoped his hon. friend would 


proceed to a division. 
(Juestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 180 ; Noes, 
70. (Division List No. 137). 


AYES. 





\gg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
sowles, T. Gibson( Lynn Regis) 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, T. L. (Down North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E 
Doughty, Geor 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Dougla- 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nrn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
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Gordon,Maj.Evans(Z’r.H’ml'ts ; Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8S. 
Gore,HnG.k.C.Ormsby-(Salop | Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Gouldi 
G 


, Edward Alfred 
ir E.W.(Bury St. Bd. 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 

, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdG. (Mid'z) 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert [ 
Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Btside.) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hudson, George Bickerstetn 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.&.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverbouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
I.ennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (@/asgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,Jn.Grant( Yorks. NR.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneaze 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Buirlow, John Emmott 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Brown, Geo. M. (2dinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Dalziel, James Henry 
lbavies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M.Vaughan (Cardign | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy. Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


Resolution agreed to. 


Motion made, and question, “ That this 


‘ Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| Maconochie, A, 


| Merton, Arthur H. Aylmer | 
| Mount, William Arthur | 


| Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


{COMMONS} 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Maclver, David eet 


M‘Arthur, Charles, (Liverpoo/) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, Wilham (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, JV.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 





Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,.N 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Gu | 
ioadtin, John S. | 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine | 
Renwick, George } 


g | 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) | 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson | 


NOES. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Jones, Wm, (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Acerangton; 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Murnaghan, 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 





House do now adjourn ”—(Sir 4. Acland- 


Hood)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned 
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Roberts, Samuel (She 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
exander 


Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(/sleafWight 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, omas Hen 

Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (WW. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'ozxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Ed. M. 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wilson, ‘ S. (York, Z. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jolin (G/asgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon. ©. B. Stuart 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee* 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, John ( Forfarshire) 
Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe: 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., Z. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Weir, James Gallowa 
White, Luke (York, 2. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mi?) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors — 
Sir Edward Strachey and 
Mr. Channing. 


accordingly at ten 
minutes before Seven o'clock 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Electric Power Bill [H.L.]. Read 34, and 
Friday, 3rd July, 1903 passed, and sent to the Commons. 


oniiamidthe Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 

: : a Harbours Bill, Charing Cross, Euston, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. and Hampstead Railway Bill. Read 3a, 
sii oes with the Amendments, and passed, and 


<a .,, returned to the Commons. 
Romford and District Tramways Bill ; 


A witness ordered to attend the Select Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


Committee. (No. 5) Bill. Brought from the 


Commons. 
Great Western Railway Bill; Report 


from the Select Committee, that the 
Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on the 18th of June and 
Monday last discharged; and Bill com- 
mitted 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
Bill [H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill. 
Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


3 : me, ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
North Eastern Railway Bill; Report (No, 7) Bill. Amendment reported 


from the Select Committee, that the (according to Order), and Bill to be read 
Committee had not proceeded with the 3* on Monday next. 


consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn ; read Military 
and ordered to lie on the Table, The Bill, 
orders made on the 18th of June and 
Monday last discharged; and Bill com- 
mitted. 


Lands Provisional Orders 
House in Committee (according 
to order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire and London 
and North Western Railways (Steam 
Vessels) Bill; leave given to the Select 
Committee to adjourn over’ Monday 
next. is 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill [H.1.]. House 
in Committee (according to Order) ; The 
Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments 
to be received on Monday next. 


minencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


eo 


Harrow Road and; Paddington Tram- 
ways Bill; Moved, that the order made 


- on 16th day of March last, “That no Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
‘= Private Bill brought from the House of 1) Bill [H.L.]. Third Reading (which 
- Commons shall be read a second time gtands appointed for this day) put off 
after the 18th day of June next,” be to Tuesday next. 


x dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 


x read 29; agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- _ Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
ingly, and committed. The Committee (No, 5) Bill. Read 1" ; to be printed ; 


to be proposed by the Comm-ttee of and referred to the Examiners. (No. 


lerisk (CF) at the 


A 


Selection. 154.) 
Bangor Corporation Bill [11.}. Read is 
‘“, and passed, and sent to Commons. | PETITIONS. 
Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Rail- aia 
way Bill. Read 3*, and passed. ,; LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[H.L. ] 


Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East | Petition against: of Society of Law 
l'enbighshire Electric Power Bill [H.L.], | Agents of Dumfermline District of Fite ; 
now Shropshirs and Worcestershire | read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 

VOL. CXXIV, [FourtH SERIEs]. 2U 





Trish 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MALTA. 


Further correspondence relating to 
the political condition of Malta (in Con- 
tinuation of |Cd. 715], July, 1901). 
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AFRICA No. 7 (1903). 
Return of concessions in the East 
Africa and Uganda Protectorate. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 
Return by the railway companies of 


the United Kingdom, for the six months | 


ended the 31st December, 1902 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND). 


Rule made by the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board for Ireland, determining 


the number of centre superintendents | 


to be appointed for the examinations, 
1903 ; Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND. 


(Lord Batrour of Burleigh): My Lords, 
the reasons for suspending the Order 
made on March 16th in this case are 
these. 


{LORDS} 
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after the 18th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with.—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and 
Bill read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed toa Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


BROUGHTY FERRY GAS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


| [SECOND READING. ] 
| Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
This is a comparatively small Bill. It 
was introduced into the other House 
early in May, and if it had not been for 
| the intervention of the Whitsun holidays 
‘it would have been up in plenty of time. 
Tt only concerns an additional borrowing 
| power of £20,000, and there is absolutely 
'no opposition to it. 





Moved, that the Order made on the 16th 
March last, ‘‘ That no Bill brought from 
'the House of Commons confirming any 
Provisional Order or Provisional Certifi- 
/ecate shall be read a second time after 
‘the 18th of June next,” be dispensed 


| with.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and 
| Bill read 2* (according to order), and 
'committed to a Committee of the Whole 
| House on Monday next. 


Additional borrowing powers are | 
very much required, and there was con- | 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 


siderable conflict of opinion as to the) | : 
period over which the repayment should) THE Eart or BELMORE: My Lord-, 
be spread. Somewhat complicated | 48! understand there is no objection to 
negotiations had to be entered into, but | the granting of the Return for which | 
I am glad to be able to say that the | have given notice to move, I will simply 
matter has now been arranged, and ] submit the Motion without further 
believe in a way satisfactory to the | observations. 

officers of the House and in accordance 
with the usual practice. But those 
negotiations took a considerable time. 
1 do not now anticipate any opposition 
to the Provisional Order, and I hope that 
in the circumstances your Lordships will | 
agree to suspend the Standing Order in 
this case. 93 


Moved, for (1) A Return of the total 
amount of advances made to occupying 
tenants in Ireland, under the various 
Acts relating to land purchase since the 
passing of the Irish Land Act, 1870, to 
3lst March, 1903 (exclusive of tenants 
of glebe lands]; (2) A similar Return of 
the total amount of repayments made by 
Moved, that the Order made on the | such purchasers.—(Yhe Eurl of Belmore.) 
16th March last, *‘ That no Bill brought | 
from the House of Commons confirming| THE Eartor DENBIGH: The Govern- 
any Provisional Order or Provisional | ment have no objection to the granting 
Certificate shall be read a second time | of the Return, but I am afraid it will 


wed: 








1249 


not be possible to present it for ten days 
or a fortnight. 


Elementary Education 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp REAY: My Lords, the first | 


section of the Act of 1899, which it is 
proposed to amend by this Bill, provides 
that a school authority may make 
arrangements for determining what 


children in their district are defective or | 
By the second section of that | 
Act the authority is empowered to make | 


epileptic. 


provision for those children by special 
classes, by boarding out near to the 
special classes, and by establishing schools 
certified by the Board of Education. 
The authority has also power to contri- 
bute towards certified schools maintained 
by others. The size of an establishment 
for boarding or lodging defective or 
epileptic children is restricted by the 


Act of 1899 to four buildings, in each of | 


which only fifteen children can be 
accommodated. 
left this House that restriction was not 
included in it ; it was inserted in another 
place without any discussion, and was 


not contemplated in the Report of the, 


Departmental Committee of 1896, which 
led to the introduction of the Act of 
1899. 


The objections to the restriction are 
educational, administrative, and finan- 
cial. From the educational point of 
view a larger number of children 


give more facilities for proper classifica- | 


tion, and the teaching staff can, in a 
larger institution, be more adequately 
distributed among the children in ac- 


cordance with the varied stages of their, 


development and deficiencies. The 


children can, moreover, be divided into | 


proper classes, separating those who, 
when they are not suffering from epileptic 
attacks, are equal in intelligence to those 
who frequent ordinary schools, from those 
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When the Act of 1899 | 


9 


- 
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| country, where the chances of cure or 
‘improvement are naturally greater than 
| they would be in towns, for in the case 
of these children everything depends on 
| healthy surroundings and out-door ex- 
ercice. A consequence of the residence in 
'the country is that these institutions 
are isolated and dependent upon their 
own resources ; and it is obvious that for 
the brightness and constant supervision of 
such a colony it is desirable to have a 
larger staff than that which you could 
have in an_ institution for only 
| sixty children. Then, again, there must 
of necessity be an infirmary attached to 
‘an establishment of this kind, and the 
personnel of an infirmary for sixty 
children would be the same as that 
required for a larger institution. 


I need not say much with regard to 
the financial objection. It is obvious 
that the cost of schools restricted to 
four buildings in which only fifteen 
children can be accommodated is almost 
prohibitive, and at all events is quite 
disproportionate to that which would be 
entailed by an establishment comprising 
more buildings. There has been a 
perfect agreement between all the school 
authorities not to put the Act into 
operation with regard to epileptic 
children, and, as the Act is permissive, 
the Board of Education have no power 
|to enforce it. The consequence is that 
epileptic children are at present excluded 
from institutions which the Act intended 
to provide for them, and their total 
neglect from an educational point of 
view results, of course, in their deteriora- 
tion both physically and mentally. With 
regard to the only objection which this 
Bill has encountered, I would point out 
that the promoters of the Bill are as 
much opposed to the evil of excessive 
aggregation of children as its opponents, 
| but the present state of things which 
renders the Act inoperative is intoler- 
able. The Bill contains the safeguards 
, which arerequired to promote the interests 
of the epileptic children. The Board of 
Education will make rules, and these 
'rules will be subject to the criticism 
{and control of both Houses of Parlia- 
| ment. 


whose mental capacity places them on a | 


lower plane. From an administrative 
point of view it is equally desirable that 


I may, perhaps, give your Lordships 
the figures for London. The last 


these institutions should be in the | schedules for London show that there 


2U 2 
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were 374 epileptic children who were | 


not imbecile, and it is only to those that 


this Bill applies. Of those, 256 were not | 


attending any school, because they were 
excluded on account of severe epilepsy ; 
fifty-seven were attending ordinary 
schools, twenty-nine special schools, and 
thirty-two non-Board schools. Now, if 
these 256 children had to be placed in 
institutions such as are contemplated by 
the Act of 1899, we should have to erect 
seventeen buildings and provide a staff 
for four separate establishments, whereas 
experts, I believe, agree that there is no 
objection whatever to an institution in 
which you might receive a_ larger 
number of epileptic children. Expert 
evidence does not warrant the wasteful 
procedure of the Act of 1899, and for a 
larger number of children you can 
secure better classification and greater 
individual care. The School Board for 
London hitherto has not put the Act of 
1899 into operation, and has not incurred 
the charge of extravagance which is so 
often and so recklessly made against the 
London School Board. By removing 
this vexatious limit the Act of 1899 will 
cease to be a dead letter, and epileptic 
children will reap the benefit which 
the Legislature wished to extend to 


has no objection to the Bill, and that he 
will support the Second Reading which 
I beg to move. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read | 


2",”—(Lord Reay.) 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | 
or EDUCATION (The Marquess of | 
LONDONDERRY): The noble Lord has 


stated that I, as President of the Board | 
of Education have no objection to the | 
He has | 


On the con- | 


Second Reading of this measure. 
spoken perfectly correctly. 
trary, if I may say so, 1 think the noble 
Lord has done great service to the cause 


of defective and epileptic children by | 


The noble Lord | 


introducing this Bill. 
has dealt so fully and so clearly with the 
whole subject that it may be considered 
perhaps unnecessary for me to say any 
thing in endorsing the remarks he has 
made ; but as, toa certain extent, the 
Roard of Education will be responsible 
for the administration and the work- 
ing of this Bill, it may not be out 


Lord Reay. 


{LORDS} 
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of place if I explain the reasons why I en- 
dorse the measure now before the House. 
The noble Lord stated with perfect 
truth that the Act of 1899 was the out- 
come of the Report of a Departmental 
Com mittee appointed to inquire into the 
education of defective and epileptic 
children. The Act which followed that 
Report contained the following provision : 

“The Education Department shall not 
certify any establishment established after the 
commencement of this Act for boarding and 
lodging more than fifteen defective or epileptic 
children in one building or eomprising more 
than four such buildings.” 

As the noble Lord said, that was 
inserted after the Report of the Com- 
mittee, for the Committee in their 
teport of 1898 stated that no home 
should contain more than twenty 
children. Nothing had been suggested 
as to the limitation of the number of 
homes in each establishment. That has 
to some extent affected defective and 
epileptic invalids in a totally different 
manner. Toa certain extent the defec- 
tive children enioyed advantages which 
were denied to the epileptic ones. It was 
possible for the defective children to 
attend day schools, to be boarded out— 
many in private homes—and also to 


them. I believe that the noble Marquess attend special classes; therefore to a 


certain extent the limitation did not 
affect them. But it did affect very 
seriously those children who were 


suffering from epilepsy. No provision 
was made for them except the provision 
that they could be housed in what are 
known as certified homes. 





The noble Lord in the course of 
his remarks drew attention to the 
fact that up to now, owing to this 
‘limitation, no advantage had _ been 
taken by the local authorities of these 
so-called certified homes. We therefore 
are, to a certain extent, unable to speak 
from any past experience on that point, 
but the noble Lord knows well that the 
London School Board has the control of 
/what is known as the Anerley Deat 
| Boarding School, and we can take a 
| lesson from their experience regarding 
| that school as to what expense may be 
incurred, unless some step is taken to 
prevent unnecessary expenditure. | 
| find that that institution comprises one 
school building and four cottage homes, 
| built in two semi-detached pairs, each. 
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home containing fifteen children. 
cost, including the site, was £28,000, 
and as only sixty children are provided | 
for, that works out at £467 per child. | 
Therefore I think the noble Lord has 
stated with perfect correctness that, if 
such expense is to be incurred, that part 
of the Act which was to benefit epileptic | 
children becomes absolutely a dead letter. 


The present Bill, as the noble Lord 
has told the House, empowers the 
Board of Education to make rules for 
certified establishments which provide 
for more than fifteen children in each 
home, and for more than four homes in 
connection with each establishment. He | 
has also, I think, very rightly brought 
to your notice that it is perfectly possible 
for either House of Parliament to render 
void any rule that may be passed by the 
Board of Education if notice be given 
within thirty days. This, I think, en- 
sures to Parliament control over any 
action of the Board of Education. The 
Board of Education, from the experience 
they have derived, think it right to point 
out that this present limitation will un- 
doubtedly prevent any improvement in 
the education of epileptic children. I 
know there are some who devote their 
time and attention to the question of 
education who do not entirely approve 
of this Bill. I think that they fear 
that what the noble Lord calls the 
aggregating of children, and what is 
called “herding” in the other House, 
will take place. That it will be the 
duty of the Board of Education to 
provide and guard against, and if 
proper vare is taken there is no reason 
why supervision of the best character 
should not be given to each and every 
child in those homes. The character 
of the illness, and the character of 
the child itself, should be a matter of 
the gravest attention to those who are 
responsible for the administration of 
the Act. I therefore venture to say 
that while we are not the promoters 
of this Bill we cordially welcomed it 
in the House of Commons, and we 
cordially welcome it to-day, and I can 
assure the noble Lord that we will do 
our utmost to carry it out, not 
only in the letter, but in the spirit 
in which it is intended. I am 
confident that the Bill will be the 


means of rendering permanent assist- | 


{3 JuLy 1903} 
The | 
ment of that health which, I am glad to 
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ance to those who are not in the enjoy- 
think, we all possess here. 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House 
on Tuesday next. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [u.z.]. 


Amendments reporte! (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 

BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 

BIRMINGHAM BILL [H.L.]}. 

fead 3° (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 

House adjourned at tive minutes 
before Five o'clock, to Monday 


next, a quarter before Eleven 
o’cloek. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 3rd July, 1903. 


The House met at: Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
B U IST NESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY [INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :--Birmingham District 
Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Kip’s Patents 
Bill [Lords] , Bradford Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Extension of time) Bill. As amended,con- 
sidered. ‘To be read the third Time. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 5) Bill. Read the third time, and 


passed. 
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Scottish American MortgageCompany,| Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
Limited, Bill [Lords]. Reported, with | (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. Re- 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the! ported with Amendments [Provisional 


Table. 


Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


Jewish Colonisation Association Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amend 
ment; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—County | 


Councils (Bills in Parliament) Bill, Educa- 


tion (Borrowing) Bill, Contracts (India | 


Office) Bill, Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Pcor Law) Bill, Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) 
Bill, without Amendment ; Nelson Cor- 


poration Bill, Hampton Court Gas Bill, | 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and | 


Harbours Bill, Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway Bill, with 
Amendments; Amendments to—South- 
ampton Harbour Bill [Lords], Scun- 
thorpe Urban District Water 
{Lords}, without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled 
“An Act to empower the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Burgesses of the Borough of 
Bangor to make a gift of a new site for 
Bangor College; to provide recreation 
grounds ; to acquire the Penrhyn Hall ; 
and for other purposes.’ [Bangor Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. 


And also, a Bill intituled “ An Act 
for incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Shropshire and Worcestershire 
Electric Power Company.’ 


[Lords]. 


Bangor Corporation Bill [Lords], 
Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric 
Power Bill {Lords.] Read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


Bill | 


[Shropshire | 
and Worcestershire Electric Power Bill 


| Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon 

| the Table. 

_ Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


| London, Brighton, and South Goast 
| Railway Bill [Lords]; Cardiff Railway 
Bill [Lords]; Dideot, Newbury, and 
Southampton Railway Bill [Lords]; 
Exeter Corporation Bill [Lords]. Re- 
| ported with Amendments ; Reports to lie 
/ upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
| Petitions for alteration: from Edin- 
/burgh; and Leith; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 

Petition from Govan, for alteration ; 

| to lie upon the Table. 

LICENCES (COMPENSATION FOR NON- 
RENEWAL). 

Petition from King’s Cross and other 
places, for legislation; to lie upon the 
Table. 
PHARMACY BILL. 

Petition of the Master Warders and 
Society of Apothecaries of the City of 
| London, for alteration (praying to be 
'heard by Counsel); to lie upon the 
|Table. 


| POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- 
MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL. 


Petition from Westminster, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

| Petition from Bristol, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND). 

| Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
| Intermediate Education Board for Ire- 
land determining the number of Centre 
| Superintendents to be appointed for the 
_ Examinations, 1903 [by Act]; to lie 
| upon the Table. 
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AFRICA (No. 7, 1903) (EAST AFRICA CON- 
CESSIONS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Con- 
cessions in the East Africa and Uganda 
Protectorate [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Questions. 


MALTA. 
Copy presented, of Further Corre- 
spondence relating to the Political Con- 
dition of Malta (in continuation of 


[C. 715] 1901) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table, 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Copy presented, of Return by Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom for 
the six months ending the 31st 
December, 1902 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


IRON AND STEEL, 1901. 
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suitable. The question whether there is 
another ship which can be placed at their 
disposal is receiving careful consideration, 
but owing to the very limited number of 
vessels that could possibly be suitable for 
a purpose of this kind, it is feared that it 
may be found impracticable to meet the 
wishes of the Board. 


Questions. 


Phthisis in Workhouses. 


Mr. MANSFIELD _ (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board will he give 
instructions to Poor Law inspectors to 
report as to the number of cases of 
phthisis there are in each workhouse 
visited by them; whether or not such 
cases are isolated; whether such cases 
| are receiving special treatment, such as 
| the open-air treatment, or in what way 
| they are being treated as to diet, medicines 
| and surroundings. 





Copy ordered, ‘‘of Statistical Tables 


showing the production and 
sumption of Iron Ore and Pig Iron, 
and the production of Steel, in the 
United Kingdom and the principal 
foreign countries, in each year from 
1890 to 1901, so far as the particulars 
can be stated.” —(.Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


con- | 


| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 pro- 
| pose to give instructions to the effect that 
| each Poor Law inspector shall include in 
| the report made by him after his ordinary 

inspection of a workhouse particulars as 
| to the number of cases of phthisis there, 
‘and I am considering what further 
| particulars on the subject should be 
| added. 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIR- | 


CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Condition of ‘‘ Exmouth ” Training Ship. 
Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether his attention has been called to 
the condition of the “ Exmouth ” training 
ship, now under the management of the 
Metropolitan Asylums- Board, from 
which, in the year 1901, 151 boys were 


sent into the Royal Navy, as against 100 | 
from all other training ships other than | 


industrial and reformatory ships; and 
whether, 
rendered to.the Navy, the Admiralty can 
assist the Metropolitan Asylums Board 
by placing some other ship at their 
disposal. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
attention of the Admiralty has been 
called to this matter. One vessel offered 
by the Admiralty has already been in- 
spected on behalf of the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board, but was not considered 


in view of the service thus | 


| Squire v. M’Bride and Williams—Appeal. 
| Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
| Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
/ment whether he has finally decided to 
/ sanction an appeal in the case of Squire, 
| His Majesty’s Inspector of Factories v. 
Messrs. M’Bride & Williams, of Belfast, 
' turning on Section 2, Sub-section 1, of 
the Truck Act of 1896. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
| Douglas.) 1 decided, after careful con- 
sideration, not to appeal in this case, but 
to take another opportunity of raising 
| the question of principle involved as to 
| the form which a notice under the Truck 
| Act, 1896, should take. As regards the 
| particular firm in question, their solicitor 
informed the Factory Department on 
| the 4th of May that they would have a 
notice posted in the factory in terms 
which are not open to the objections taken 
‘to the form in use when the prosecution 
| was instituted. 
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Vacations of Lighthouse Keepers. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) : To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
what is the length of the vacation 
annually granted to light keepers on 
islands situate at a distance from the 
coast of Ireland ; and what arrangements, 
if any, exist on islands where there are 


(Questions, 


two light keepers for the observance of | 


their religious duty by the light keepers, 
there being no clergyman resident on the 
island. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 1 am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that-—(a) Light keepers at island 


stations are usually granted a fortnight’s | 


leave annually ; (b) where practicable, 


periodical boat trips and car trips are | 


allowed to enable light keepers and their 


families from islands and outlying stations | 


to attend places of worship on Sunday. 


Licensing (Ireland) Act, 1902. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
remarks made by Lord Chief Baron 
Palles in delivering judgment in The 
King (Dorrion) v. Greer, commenting on 
an officer of the Inland Revenue con- 
stituting himself a Court cf Appeal from 


the decision of the Recorder of London- | 


derry under the Licensing (Ireland) 
Act, 1902; and, if so, will he introduce 
legislation this session to remedy this 
state of affairs. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) In the 


ease referred to, and also in previous | 


cases, the licensing quarter sessions had 
granted certificates for new licences 
contrary to the provisions of The 
Licensing Act, 1902. These certificates 
were in each case a nullity, and the 
Inland Revenue official declined, with 
the approval of the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, to act upon them. 
The King’s Bench Division in refusing 
to ssue a mandamus to the Inland 
Revenue to compel the issue of the 
licence upheld the action of the Inland 
Revenue, and the Lord Chief Baron’s 
observations merely indicated that 
before the Revenue official declined to 
act upon the certificate the opinion of 
the Law Officers should be taken, which 
of course is the usual practice in any 


{COMMONS} 
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The reply to the con- 


Questions. 


doubtful case. 


cluding inquiry is in the negative. 


' Salmon Hauling at Mouth of the Erriff 
River. 

| Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
'mara): To ask Mr. Attorney-General 
for Ireland, whether he is aware that 
some six years ago the fishermen of Lee- 
' nane, Glannagoolagh, and Bundorougha, 
inConnemara, county Galway, had a law- 
‘suit with the Fishery Conservators to 


‘define the nearest limit up to which 


| they could haul salmon from the mouth 
| of the Erriff River, with the result that a 
Court of inquiry decided that salmon 
‘could be hauled at any point one 
‘statute mile from the river's mouth; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
since that time the Conservators have 
never shown or defined a definite 
boundary, with the consequence that 
the fishermen are prevented by the 
owners of the Erriff fishery from haul- 
ing from one and a half to two miles 
from the river's mouth, thus depriving 
them of a portion of the best hauling 
portion of the bay, he will take steps to 
protect the interests of the fishermen 
from such action on the part of the 
owners of the fishery. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) Netting 
‘for salmon by the public is prohibited 
by statute within half a mile of the 
| defined mouth of a river. The mouth of 
ithe Erriff River has been thus defined ; 
| but it would appear that an exclusive 
| right. of fishing is claimed by a proprietor 
in an area which extends further to sea- 
ward than the statutory limit; and 
that this exclusive right of fishing as 
against the public formed the subject of 
litigation some years ago and was upheld. 


ested Districts Board’s Fishing 
ats at Malin Head. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in view of the success of the 
three Tralee fishing boats sent by the 
Congested Districts Board to Malin 
Head on 18th May last for the purpose 
of testing the deep sea fishing off that 
coast, and for the purpose of training 
the fishermen of Malin Head in the more 
approved methods of fishing, and of the 
fact that on the 16th June one of these 


Irish Co 
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boats caught upto £60 worth of herring, | 
he will explain why the boats were, 
taken away by the Board on 18th June. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
boats were withdrawn because the 
Board was advised that the summer | 
herring fishing had practically closed, 
and also in consequence of the destruc- 
tion of nets by dogfish, which had 
appeared in large numbers. 


Woolwich Arsenal—Pay of Persons 

away through Injury. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask. 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will arrange that persons who are 
injured in the Arsenal at Woolwich, and 
who are detained in the Arsenal surgery 
by the medical officer, shall receive treat- 
ment and maintenance without deduction | 
from their wages. 


Mr. CROOKS: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether all the men’ 
who have lost time suffering from shock 
in consequence of the recent explosion 
at Woolwich Arsenal will be paid in full 
their ordinary rate of wage; and, if so, 
will he issue instructions for them to be 
paid without undue delay. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
By the scheme of compensation certified 
by the Chief Registrar of Friendly 
Societies under The Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, injured men 
receive half their weekly earnings while 
disabled, but workmen who were in the 
service when that scheme was introduced 
on Ist August, 1900, are allowed their 
full day-work rating under the former 
regulations. All workmen treated in 
the Arsenal surgery receive such treat- 
ment free; but those who get full pay 
while in hospital under the old regula- 
tions pay one shilling a day towards 
the cost of their food. 


Military Works Bill—Date of Intro- 

uction. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
when the Military Works Bill will be 
introduced. 


| 1895. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Bill will be ready for introduction 
as soon as time can be found for it. | 


{3 JuLy 1903} 


' practice. 


(Consolidated Fund). 


Trinidad Riots Commission—Date of 
Publication of Report, 

Sirk CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Golonies 
whether, seeing that the Royal Com- 
misison sent to investigate the Trinidad 
riots returned to this country a con- 
siderable time back, it would be possible 
to hurry the publication of the Report 
sufficiently to make sure that it should 
be in the hands of Members; before the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 


‘Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber- 
lain.) I hope the Report will be ready 
for delivery to Members not later than 


| the 22nd instant. 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED FUND] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


‘Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. PretyMAn, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) said that it had not been 
customary to make any statement on the 
introduction of this Resolution, but on the 
last two occasions on which the money Re- 
solution had been brought before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, Questions were 
asked, and he understood it would be for 
the convenience of hon. Members that he 
should make a short statement on the 
general points affecting the Resolution on 
which there were any changes from former 
He hoped hon. Members 
would defer general discussion of details 
until the Bill itself, which would be 
founded on the Resolution, came on for 
Second Reading. There were special 
reasons why he should take this departure 
from ordinary practice. There was a 
change in the form of the Resolution itself 
to which he wished to specially allude. 
That change was as to the method by 
which the money was to be borrowed. 
Under the Resolutions on which the Naval 
Works Loan Bills of 1895, and all those 
down to the present date were based, 
the money had always been borrowed 
for a term of thirty years dating from 
But it was evident that, under 
that principle, money which was now 
being borrowed, and still more the money 
which was to be borrowed in future years 
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over the long period which these words | 


would cover, would be repayable in a very 
short term of years between the borrowing 
of the money and 1925. Therefore, it was 
a much more reasonable principle that the 
sums now authorised to be borrowed, if 
this Resolution was passed and by subse- 
quent Resolutions in future years, should 
be repayable in thirty years from the date 
of borrowing. He also wished to state 
that protests had been made as to the 
growth of this loan expenditure, and as to 
the extension of the number of items which 
had been added since the original Bill was 
proposed. That had been engaging the 
attention of the Admiralty, which thought 
at this time to make some final pro- 
posal as to the items which should be 
embraced in this series of Loan Bills. 
Of course, it was impossible for the present 
doard of Admiralty to bind their successors 
or the Committee for all time—because 
unforeseen circumstances might arise— 
but so far as they could foresee it was 
the policy of the Admiralty that the 
items which were to be inserted in 
the Schedule to the Bill should be final. 
He must guard himself, however, by 
stating that the total estimated cost over 
thewholearea of expenditure wasnot final. 
The House might be asked for a further 
sum in respect of the total estimate, on 
items already inserted or to be inserted 
in the Bill on this occasion, but it was, 
not proposed to insert any new items. 
The total sum which the House was asked 
in this Resolution to vote was within 
£4,000 of £8,000,000. That was arrived 
at inthis manner. The total sum already 
voted on previous Resolutions was 
£13,750,000, and the total which would be 
voted if this Resolution was carried was 
£21,000,000, leaving £8,000,000 to be 
voted. The total expenditure would 
be just over £8,500,000. That extra 
£500,000 came out of the £13,750,000 
voted in preceding Bills, £500,000 having 
remained unexpended. Of the amount 
of £8,500,000, £6,750,000 would be re- 
quired for expenditure on the old items 
which had already been approved by the 
House; and £1,250,000 would be re- 
quired for beginning the new items to be 
proposed in the Bill. The total estimated 
cost in the Bill was increased by abcut 
£4,000,000, but, as he had already stated, 
that would not be absolutely final. The 
total estimated cost for the whole area was 
£31,750,000. 


Mr. Pretyman. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Consolidated Fund). 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
That will still leave £10,000,000? 


» *Mr. PRETYMAN said that that was 
the total estimated cost of all the items, 
old and new, which would be included in 
the Bill; but it would be necessary as 
regarded some of those items, as to which 
details would be given on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, to propose some 
further expenditure which would increase 
the total estimated cost. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Does that include the expense of 
the finished items ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes; that includes 
the whole area. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Do [rightly 
understand that the total cost will 
be, roughly, £31,000,000, and that of this 
sum £21,000,000, when we have v oted 
this £8,000,000, will already have been 
provided for; and that therefore there 
will be another £10,000,000, to be 
provided for in the future ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that was 
the case; but notin addition to the 
£31,000,000; in addition to _ the 
£21,000,000. There would be some- 
thing further than that, which would be 
proposed later, but no new items. Sup- 
posing the total expenditure, including the 
Scotch naval base and all the new items 
which were now to be proposed, amounted 
to £40,000,000, that would be spread 
over twenty years, and amount to no more 
than £2,000,000 a year for the period 
during which the expenditure took place. 
Adding the average annual expendi- 
ture on works and maintenance generally, 
which was about £1,000,000 that 
would give an amount of £3,000,000 
a year for naval works all over the world 
as actual expenditure for twenty years 
in order to carry out current needs and 
meet new requirements, and at the same 
time fill up the vacuum left by the great in- 
crease of the Navy in the form of ships, 
and the necessity of providing for these 
new ships dock accommodation, ete. He 
would state to the Committee the pro- 
posed new items. The first new item 
was for introducing into our naval 
establishments throughout the world, and 
that comprised nearly all of them, electric 
light and power. The second item was 
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Sheerness, where the docks were some- 
what antiquated, and did not at present 
givetheirfull value tothe work of the Navy, 
into a special depét for the large repairs 
of the entire flotilla of destroyers. That 
would be the destroyer base, so far as re- 
pairs were concerned, but not the strategic 
hase for all the destroyer fleet at home. 
It was also proposed to construct a new 
torpedo range on the Medway, and to 
lengthen the torpedo range at Ports- 
mouth. A new gunnery school was to 
be constructed at Trevol, Devonport. 
There were two considerable dockyard 
items. One was for increased dockyard 
accommodation at Chatham, as to which 
only a small sum was taken in the Bill 
to enable the work to be started. The 
tinal estimate would be before the Com- 
mittee in two years time. Secondly, an 
item for the new naval base on the Forth 
at St. Margaret’s Hope. There had been 
some misapprehension as to the name. 
The Admiralty called this new naval 
base, so far as the shore was con- 
cerned, Rosyth. Rosyth was to St. 
Margaret’s Hope exactly what Portsmouth 
was to Spithead. St. Margaret’s Hope 
was not the name of the land but of the 
anchorage, and Rosyth was the name of 
the barony, castle, farm, and therefore the 
name of the establishment proposed to be 
constructed would be Rosyth, and the 
anchorage of the ships would be St. 
Margaret’s Hope. The last item, which 
was on a different basis from the others, 
was for coastguard reconstruction. That 
was proposed on purely financial grounds. 
At present a very large proportion of our 
coastguard establishments were rented. 
That created a great deal of trouble. The 
leases and tenures varied very much in 
character, and were constantly falling in. 
The rents were being perpetually raised, 
and great difficulty occurred as to the 
allocation of repairs as between landlord 
and tenant. He had most carefully gone 
into the financial aspect of this question, 
and he found that it was possible, without 
increasing the annual charge, which now 
fell upon the Votes, to take a capital sum 
under this Bill to be applied, in some 
cases, to the purchase of existing coast- 
guard stations now rented and which 
were suitable; and in other cases to 
buying sites and building new stations. 
The interest on that charge would be no 


{3 JuLy 1903} 


for converting the present dockyard at | 
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greater than the sum we were at present 
paying for short term and other tenures 
of coastguard stations. At the end of 
the time when capital and interest were 
paid off—he included capital and interest 
in that statement—the country would be 
the actual freehold owners of their coast- 
guard stations, and would have no more 
rent to pay. That seemed to him to be 
an ordinary business principle which 
anybody who had the capital would carry 
out, and he did not see why the country 
should not act upon it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) : 
What is the total cost of the Forth naval 
base ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that the sum 
taken would be £200,000 to cover the 


/purchase of land and any necessary 


beginnings ; but it was quite impossible 
to consider that as a final estimate. No 
final estimate could be given until the 
plans were presented. There was 
one statement in regard to Rosyth 
which he was in a position to give to 
the Committee. The total area of the 
land which had been acquired for the 
Rosyth base was 1,178 acres of dry land, 
and 286 acres of foreshore, making a 
total of 1,464 acres. The total price 
paid for the land was £122,500, and the 
present rental was £1,620. There was 
one point which was not as yet finally 
settled—viz., whether there was to be 
any special valuation of minerals in a 
part of theland, as to which there might 
possibly be some increased charge, though 
he hoped that might not be the case. 
That point was now under the con- 
sideration of experts. The area of land 
acquired would enable the Admiralty to 
provide not only for present but for 
future needs ; and when the cost of the 
land per acre was compared with the 
cost of purchasing small quantities of 
land in existing dockyards, where civil 
and commercial interests had grown up, 
he thought the Committee would see 
that at any rate future generations, and 
even the present generation, would 
benefit largely by this extensive purchase. 
He did not desire to say anything more 
at present, but merely to lay before the 
Committee this bare statement of facts 
showing the grounds on which this 
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Resolution was asked for. He hoped | 
the Committee would vote the Resolu- | 


tion and defer detailed criticism until 
the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to make further 
provision for the construction of works 
in the United Kingdom and elsewhere 
for the purposes of the Royal Navy, 
and to authorise the issue out of the 
Consolidated Fund of such sums, not 
exceeding £7,996,000, as may be required 
for those purposes, and to make provision 
for raising, in the manner provided by 
Section 5 of the Naval Works Act, 1895, 
the sums so issued by  terminable 
annuities for a period not exceeding 
thirty years from the date of the borrow- 
ing. —(Mr. Pretyman.) 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
thought the novel feature of this Resolu 
tion was sufficient justification for the 
course adopted by the hon. Gentleman 
in the statement he had made. He did 
not propose to go into details, but he 
was quite sure that the announcement 
made that day would be received with 
satisfaction by the Committee and the 
country—viz., that this was to be a 
final Bill; that no new items would be 
added to the list of works to be provided 
for by means of loans. Seeing the 
enormous development of this system 
from its humble beginnings in 1895, it 
was gratifying to know that there 
would be no more additions to 
the Loans Works, and that when they 
got this Bill off their hands they 
would have seen the last of them. 
With reference to the financial novelty 
of extending the borrowing powers, his 
own impression was that, considering 
how largely they had been throwing 
burdens on posterity this year and last 
year in connection with military ex- 
penditure the Government should have 
been very well content to have brought 


the whole of this expenditure to an end , 
_to offer any opposition whatever to the 


in 1925, according to the original scheme 
of the Naval Works Bills. He did not 
commit himself at al! to approval of the 
course proposed in that respect. As to | 
Rosyth, he did not understand what | 
the. hon. Gentleman meant when he | 
said that plans would be exhibited. As 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. PRETYMAN said that charts 
and maps had been issued, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
understood that was as far asthe Admir- 
alty had proceeded at present. The hon. 
Gentleman omitted to make any reference 
to the most important thing in connection 


‘with Rosyth, and that was what sort 


of a naval establishment it was to be, 
and what precisely was to be its 
character. It was said in the Report 
that it was found necessary to have 
another naval establishment, and that 
Rosyth had been selected. But what 
was to be the exact nature of that 
establishment? Was it to be a manu- 
facturing dockyard or a housing dock- 
yard? Was it to be a place like Dover 
or Portsmouth? That had an im- 
portant bearing on the annual cost, 
which was a very serious element in the 
situation. One of the most important 
matters in connection with Rosyth was 
what was to be the annual cost which 
this naval establishment, unlike most 
of the other works in the Bill, would 
involve after it was completed. They 
were done with expenditure in other 
cases after the principal and the interest 
of the loan had been repaid ; but, in this 
case, after the establishment was erected 
there would be an establishment of men 
and a certain amount of money would be 
wanted every vear for its maintenance. 
The hon. Gentleman might be able to tell 
the Committee what was the intended 
scope of the proposed establishment ; 
and what the financial cost per annum 
of its maintenance would be, when 
completed. The only other item to 
which he would allude was that which 
referred to electric lighting in the dock- 
yards. It required serious consiueration 
as to whether it was right to put the 
cost of installing electric light into a 
Naval Works Bill. It was a policy to 
which he for one was not prepared to 
commit himself. He did not intend 


Bill. He understood from the First 
Lord of the Treasury the other day 
that the Second Reading would be taken 
'on Wednesday ; and he would ask, if 
before then any further information 
beyond the statement of the Civil Lord 


far as he knew, no plans were yet in| of the Admiralty, would be laid before 


existence. 
Mr, Prettyman. 


the House of Commons. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
wished to respectfully congratulate 
his hon. friend on his very clear state- 
ment, as far as it went; but he did 
not follow him in his suggestion that it 
would not be convenient to debate his 
proposals now. Ue desired to take 
advantage of the present occasion to 
put some very general considerations 
before the Committee with reference to 
the choice of the new naval base in the 
Firth of Forth, and its general strategic 
position. First of all, he would say that 
the statement of his hon. friend had a 
very serious financial side to it. They 
had already borrowed £20,000,000 for 
naval works; they were now asked to 
add another £8,000,000; and the hon. 
Gentleman told the Committee that 
they would be asked to add another 
£10,000,000 ; and, in all probability, yet 
a further £10,000,000. The consolation 
which the hon. Gentleman offered—and 
he seemed to think it was a consolation 
—was that although he proposed that 
further expenditure dated from to-day 
yet there was to be no increase in the 
items. He himself confessed that, con- 
sidering the enormous financial burdens 
which were being placed on the country, 
lhe would rather have been told that the 
sum now asked for would be final, rather 
than be told that the sum was not final 
though the items were. He was be- 
ginning to be quite appalled at the 
manner in which burdens were being 
laid upon the country. There was to 
bean indefinite number of millions for 
Irish land; an indefinite number of 
millions for Morgan subsidies; nearly 
£30,000,000 for naval works; and other 
sums in every direction were being put 
on the country. It alnost made him 
sometimes believe that His Majesty’s 
Ministers did not know the difference 
between £1,000,000 sterling and a £5 
note. It was really a very serious matter, 
but he would not dwell upon it now. 


{3 Juty 1903} 
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introducing such work into the present. 
Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he could 
well understand that the cost of intro- 
ducing electric light would be so great 
that he could not think anything could 
be more proper in a Bill of this kind. 
If they had electric power in the dock- 
yards it could be switched on and off 
and great economy could be effected. 


| The only objection that would be enter- 


First of all, he would say that he entirely | 


disagreed with the hon. Gentleman 
Opposite who suggested that he had 
some doubt'as to the advisability of 


tained to it would be by members of 
dockyard constituencies when they found 
a large number of men discharged, their 
places being taken by electric power. 
The other matter on which he wished 
to congratulate his hon. friend was the 
purchase of coastguard stations. That 
was an exceedingly proper thing to do. 
It was an ideal thing to be put into a 
Bill of this kind; and, in fact, it was 
the only ideal thing that was connected 
with this method of raising money. He 
wished he could say that of the other 
works mentioned in the Bill. He 
wished to place before the Committee 
what he thought was a matter for the 
gravest consideration with regard to 
the new naval base. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite asked what sort of 
a naval base it was to be. .He 
could not conceive any doubt in the 
matter. He imagined—he spoke subject 
to correction—that it would be nothing 
less than a Portsmouth or Plymouth ; 
and until his hon. friend corrected him, 
that was the assumption on which he 
would argue. There was, of course, 
another and a secondary kind of naval 
base, which was extremely useful —a 
jumping-off place which might be estab- 
lished in the Scilly Isles or in the 
Orkneys. He always deeply regretted 
that he had not been able to induce His 
Majesty’s Ministers to establish secondary 
naval bases where ammunition, coal and 
rations could be kept, but where there 
would be no repairing facilities. He 


regretted that such bases were not 


introducing electric light into the dock- | 


yards. 


established in the Scilly Isles and in the 
Orkneys. The establishment of a naval 
base in the Firth of Forth, as was now 


proposed, was a matter of extreme im- 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he portance, because it was one of the most 
reierred only to the inadvisability of , important acts of strategy, properly so 
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called, that could be taken by any Govern- 


ment. It was upon the choice of naval 
bases, the spots where the fleets were to 
be centred, where ships were to be 
brought for repairs if injured in action, 
that the exercise of the power of this 
country in time of war would depend ; 
and, therefore, it was of the most essential 
importance that those bases should be 
chosen properly. To his mind, this 
country was already provided with the 
right places, and only places it wanted. 
The long line of 600 miles from Brest to 
the mouth of the Elbe represented the 
naval front of Europe towards England, 
In the centre of that line was Calais ; and 
if a perpendicular line were drawn from 
Calais it represented the battle coast of 
England and Scotland. The line from 
Brest to the mouth of the Elbe was the 
only line that this country had to deal 
with ; and it was dealt with most admir- 
ably by the present establishment at 
Chatham for that part of the line 
which extended from Calais to the mouth 
of the Elbe, and by the establishments 
at Portsmouth and Plymouth for that 
part of the line which extended west ward 
from Calais. Having laid down that 
broad principle, he would ask permission 
to read two extracts from that great 
strategetic authority, Captain Mahan. 
The first was— 


“The geographical position of a country may 
not only favour the concentration of its forces, 
but give the further strategic advantage of a 
central position and a ee base for hostile 
operations against its probable enemies. This, 
again, is the case with England: on the one 

hand she faces Holland and the northern 
Powers, on the other France and the Atlantic. 
When threatened with a coalition between 
France and the naval Powers of the North Sea 
and the Baltic, as she at times was, her fleets in 
the Downs and in the Channel, and even that 
off Brest, occupied interior positions, and thus 
were readily able to interpose their united force 
against either one of the enemies which should 
seek to pass through | the Channel to effect a 
junction with its ally.” 


The other short extract he would 
read was as follows— 


‘If in addition to facility for offence, Nature 
has so placed a country that it has easy access 
to the high sea itself, while, at the same time, 
it conteols one of the great thoroughfares of 
the world’s traffic, it is evident that the 
strategic value of its position is very high. 
Such again is, and to a greater degree was, the 
— of England. The trade of Holland, 

V 


Sweden, Russia, Denmark, and that which 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
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went up the great rivers to the interior of 
Germany had to pass through the channel 
close by her doors. 

That was the case to-day, and all that 
trade still passed our doors. The posi- 
tion was the same to-day as it was a 
hundred years ago and as it would be « 
hundred years hence. The strategic posi- 
tion of England for naval purposes was 
probably unmatched in the world. The 
naval doors in this country were always 
open and were almost incapable of being 
closed by a hostile fleet. The conclusion 
he had arrived at was this—that if they 
drew a straight line from Brest to the 
mouthof the Elbe, and a perpendicularline 
from that line, in Chatham, Portsmouth 
and Plymouth this country had not 
only every naval base it required, but 
the best that were to be found in any 
part of these Islands, for acting on the 
coast of Europe. Chatham was nearer 
to Belgium, Holland and Northern 
Europe than the Firth of Forth was. 
There was no part of the northern 
coast of Europe to which Chatham was 
not as near as the Firth of Forth, and, 
as regarded most places, it was nearer. 
The advantage was in keeping this 
country’s fleets in positions from which 
they could concentrate, and, therefore, in 
his opinion it was a mistake to make a 
great naval repairing base on the Firth 
of Forth. What ought to be done was 
to make secondary naval bases, one in 
the Orkneys and one in the Scilly Isles. 
The effect of establishing a great naval 
base at Rosyth would be that the 
squadron stationed there would be 
separated from the greater part of the 
other naval armaments of the country. 
if ever a naval combination were formed 
against this country. He considered 
that strategy to be entirely false. He 
had ventured to give the Committee 
the general principles of what he con- 
ceived to be the true strategy to be 


adopted. 


The principal point the Committee 
had to tie was that the £200,000 
now asked for was not to be the 
total sum. It would involve the ex- 
penditure of millions upon millions in 
the construction of new docks, new 
arsenals, and new workshops, and further 
millions for the maintenance of them 
when they were there. He had thouglit 
over the matter with considerable 
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anxiety. His own belief was that a 
great mistake had been made ; and that 
it would have been very much better to 
increaset he accommodation they now had 
in what he considered to be the un- 
matched naval centres at Chatham, 
Portsmouth and Plymouth, rather than 
to establish a new naval base at Rosyth. 
No doubt this matter of high strategy 
was one which it was presumptuous 
for a person like himself to deal with. 
Nevertheless, he had given a great deal 
of consideration to strategic questions, 
although he put forward his views with 
the diffidence which became him. He 
wished to ask whether this new naval 
base and its establishment was, as a 
strategic question, submitted, considered, 
and decided upon by the Defence Com- 
mittee—he meant the new Committee 
ot Defence instituted by the present 
Government about a year ago. That 
Committee of Defence was very far from 
being perfect. He was conscious of its 
defects, and it seemed to him to be very 
imperfect indeed. But, at any rate, it 
was the only body they had in this 
country competent to deal with strategic 
questions. He should like to ask the 
hon. Gentleman definitely whether the 
question had been considered by the 
Defence Committee and whether in 
the Second Reading of this Bill the 
House would have the advantage of the 
presence of a member of that Committee 
to defend this plan on strategic grounds. 
He would not vote against the Motion ; 
but he was opposed to the enormous and 
largely increasing burdens which were 
being placed on the country; and he 
expressed his very serious doubt as to 
ithe strategic value of the proposed new 
naval base. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he wished to 
put a few questions to the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty. The hon. Gentleman 


stated what the new items were and he ite a 
estimate given of the total cost of 


should like to know what the items 


were in the existing Act for which | 
the Estimates had been considerably | 


increased. Those details were given 
in previous Naval Works Bills. 
In 1901 the Controller and Auditor- 


General reported that the total estimated | 


cost of new works was something like 
£2,000,000, and the total amount of the 
increased Estimates for existing works 
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was also £2,000,000. He could not 
follow some of the hon. Gentleman’s 
figures as to the future expenditure. 
It was now apparent, as many of them 
had foreseen, how the system of Naval 
Works Bills had increased hand over 
hand and had become more and more 
expensive every year. When the practice 
began the expenditure was only 
£1,000,000 per annum. Then it went up 
£2,000,000 and then to £3,000,000 and 
now this Bill was calculated on the 
basis of £4,000,000. That was an 
enormous sum for the Admiralty to 
borrow in the course of its ordinary year 
to year transactions. Then the hor. 
Gentleman called attention to an altera- 
tion as regarded the terminable annuities, 
and said that instead of being paid off 
in 1925 they would run for thirty 
years. Heagreed with his hon. friend 
the Member for Dundee in thinking 
that that was an alteration which should 
be fully considered. It was an altera- 
tion which did not commend itself to 
him, and he viewed with the utmost dis- 
trust the continual use of the borrowing 
powers of the Government for objects 
which did not appear to him to be suit- 
able for the exercise of such powers, 
but which should be paid for out of the 
annual Estimates. Some of the items 
mentioned in the Bill did not seem to 
him to be matters which should be re- 
garded as capital expenditure. His hon. 
friend alluded to the installation of 
electric lighting in the dockyards. He 
should imagine that that might be paid 
for out of the annual Votes. As re- 
garded the following three items he was 
not sufficiently acquainted with naval 
affairs to express an opinion, and there- 


fore he would suspend his judgment. 


There was, however, a very large and 
substantial financial alteration in the 


| Bill to which his hon. friend had already 


alluded—the form of the Bill had been 


altered considerably. ‘There was no 


Rosyth. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that £200,000 


| would be inserted. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the 


‘hon. Gentleman was much better 


acquainted with the facts than he was, 


but he thought it was inthe recollection 
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of the Committee that Column I of 
the previous Naval Works Bill conveyed 
to the House of Commons what was the 
total estimated cost of the works which 
were in process of construction. As far as 
he gathered from the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman, the Committee had 
received no intimation as to the 
estimated total cost of Rosyth. In 
the early days of those Bills they always 
contended that the Military Works Bills 
should conform to the Naval Works Bills 
because the latter gave the House of 
Commons very important information 
as to the cost of the works, but appar- 
ently the House of Commons was not to 
enjoy for the future the information as 
to the amount of their commitments on 
naval works. As far as he under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman, they would 
only be able to learn from year to year 
and by degrees what was to be the 
total cost of the new naval works, 
especially the two mostimportant works— 
Keyham dockyard and the new naval 
base in the Firth of Forth. As he 
understood that the Second Reading of this 
Bill was to be taken immediately after the 
Irish Land Bill had passed through Com- 
mittee, he thought they should have the 
fullest possible information given them on 
the present occasion. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
suid he desired to congratulate the hon. 
Gentleman upon the statment he 
had made. ‘The Bill was said to be 
final, but he knew of no finality when 
they were dealing with Government 
requirements. He thought the hon. 
Gentleman would have done better to 
have kept that word out of his speech. 
He agreed with the policy of installing 
electric light and power in the dockyards. 
The Admiralty would save a great deal 
of money by adopting that course, and 
they might long ago have stopped the 
wasteful burning of coal by adopting 
electricity for purposes of power. He 
hoped all the principal machinery in the 
doekyards would each have its own motor 
attached to it, so that it could be run 
without interfering with other machines. 
He quite agreed with the necessity of 
making Sheerness a_torpedo-destroyer 
base. It was eminently suited for that 
and for nothing else. The Government 
had been building sloops there to keep 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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the place going. Then with regard to 
torpedo ranges that was also a necessity. 
In regard to Chatham dockyard he 
had visited it last week and was 
surprised at the cramped condition of 
the dockyard. The Admiralty had no 
room to do the work. It was essential 
that there should be extension there. 
In regard to the new naval base at 
Rosyth. . Scottish people did not like that 
name. ‘The historical associations of the 
place were linked with the other name, 
St. Margaret’s Hope. But they were 
quite proud and glad as Scotchmen to 
think that the Admiralty had at last 
awakened to the necessity of giving 
back to Scotland something of what they 
had taken from her in bygone years. 
He thought the Government would be 
wise to establish an arsenal at Rosyth. 
He did not agree with the Member for 
King’s Lynn. But if they were to make 
an arsenal at Rosyth he hoped it would 
be a proper one. The place was emi- 
nently suited for an arsenal, and it 
ought to be established at a minimum 
cost. They had deep water there, and 
he hoped they would have plenty of 
docks—large docks. He appealed to 
the Government not to make it a« mere 
repairing factory, but to lay down 
works so that ships might be built there 
if required. The place was in the centre 
of a coal district, and in the centre of an 
‘iron district. The Admiralty could get 
its armour plates delivered there at very 
little cost, much less than they were 
paying for the carriage of these plates 
to the southern dockyards. He quite 
understood that the Admiralty could not 
yet give information as to the probable 
cost of the new establishment. Until 
the plans were drawn and the quantities 
taken out it was impossible to give even an 
approximate estimate. Alluding to the 
remarks of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn he said it was all very well for 
Captain Mahan to say what Britain did in 
bygone days with her fleets down in the 
south. But it must be borne in mind 
that this is the steam age. Vessels from 
the Baltic might reach the coast of Scot- 
land in twenty-four hours. If we had a 
naval engagement in the North Sea, 
what would happen if our ships had to 
go down to Portsmouth or Chatham to 


, be mended ? The proper thing to do 
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was to have a base in Scotland, so that 
in theevent of a battle in the North Sea, 
damaged vessels could put into the 
Forth and get Scotchmen to put them 
right again and ready for sea as quickly 
as possible. He hoped the new base 
would be a credit to the Admiralty. He 
hoped it would be thoroughly up-to-date 
in every particular, and that every ap- 
pliance, every tool, every machine, would 
be of the most modern type. With re- 
gard to the land, he thought the Govern- 
ment had got it very cheaply. It had 
only cost about £80 an acre. They had 
made a very good bargain. He thought 
the proposal to purchase the coastguard 
stations a good stroke of business. He 
.ongratulated the Admiralty again upon 
the course they had taken in regard to 
Rosyth. They required more docks. 
Their present docks were all congested. 
They had to send their ships to private 
yards to be repaired, and were running 
up bills year by year for repairs. They 
would find it would be cheaper in the 
end to have such a place as was contem- 
plated constructed on modern lines. 
He hoped the new dockyard would be 
built and equipped in the most modern 
style, and that it would be not only a 


credit to the Admiralty, but also of | 


great value to the Empire as a whole. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) said the speeches dealing with the 
new naval base ought to be divided be- 
tween its economic and strategic value. 
While he had great respect for the opinion 
of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who 
examined these subjects so studiously, he 
was bound to say that if the Council for 
National Defence had decided that 
tosyth was a reasonable position for a 
new naval base, he was satisfied. He 
could not doubt that it would be more 
economical to build a dockyard at the 
new base at Rosyth than to enlarge the 
dockyards in the south where land was 
so much more expensive. He congratu- 
lated the hon. Gentleman on the steps 
that had been taken, and would support 
the Resolution before the Committee. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said the decision of the Admir- 
alty to establish a naval station in| 
Scotland had given great satisfaction. 
The great object of the Admiralty was | 
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| the development of the national system 
of defence, and the economical spending 
| : ° “er 

of public money. The question divided 
itself under the heads of strategy, and 
efficient and cheap construction. As 
regarded strategy, it was no doubt un- 
fortunate that the matter had not been 
considered by a regularly working and 
properly constituted Committee of De- 
fence, but the country had considerable 
confidence in the direction of naval 
strategy by the Admiralty, and there 
would not be any general disposition to 
question the wisdom of the deter- 
mination to have a naval base in the 
north. The same remarks would apply 
to the question of the convenience of 
any selected station for repairs. These 
were mainly matters for experts, and, in 
the main the country would have to be 
guided by the experts’ advice. With 
regard to construction, however, they 
might be permitted to have an opinion. 
The manner in which shipbuilding 
naturally gravitated to the north ot 
England and Scotland, showed that con- 
struction was more economically con- 
ducted there than in the south. The 
shipbuilding yards in the south would 
not have been very considerable apart 
from the Government establishments. 
There was always a considerable amount 
of waste in the older establishments— 
though he admitted that great efforts 
had been made for some time past to 
inculcate economy, and to bring those 
establishments up to date—and he con- 
ceived that in laying out a perfectly new 
station in a country where construction 
was conducted most economically, there 
would be a great opportunity to reduce 
the cost of construction for the Admiralty 
as a whole. Perhaps the hon. Gentle- 
man would say whether this station was 
to be a real constructing base. Such an 
object could be secured, either by having 
the proper docks and construction 
arrangements on the spot, or by carry- 
ing out the project of connecting the 
east and west coast by a deep-water 
canal. He shared the view that the 
construction Votes left the Committee 
somewhat in the dark as to the real 
amount of the expenditure on the Navy. 
They reminded him of the extraordinary 
Budgets of foreign Powers, and he 


thought it would be much better if the 


country could know from year to year 
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the exact cost of the Navy, including the 
amount spent on construction. As a 
matter of fact, the sum was nearer 
£40,000,000 than the amount which 
appeared on the Navy Estimates. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that from an Imperial point of 
view, apart altogether from the question 
of strategy, the Government were to be 
congratulated upon their decision to 
establish a naval station in Scotland. 
As far as the building and repairing of 
ships was concerned, no more economi- 
cal site could have been secured, seeing 
that it was in close proximity to skilled 
labour and raw materials. Enormous 
sums had to be paid for the carriage of 
plates to the establishments in the south, 
in addition to other expenditure, which 
would be practically avoided in con- 
nection with this new station. The 
Admiralty had acted wisely in taking 
plenty of land, as frequently Depart- 
ments of State took too little to begin 
with, and then, when it was necessary 
to extend the works, huge sums had to 
be paid for additional land, the very 
existence of the Government establish- 
ments having largely increased the value 
of the neighbouring property. He did 
not altogether agree that the land had 
been secured very cheaply. There were 
1,200 acres, of which the _ rental 
was £1,600, and the price the Ad- 
miralty had paid was £122,000, 
figures which seemed to support the 
view of those who urged the taxation 
of land values, because the rental was a 
very small item compared with the land 
value claimed from the Government. 
He asked whether the Admiralty pos- 
sessed an open mind on the question of 
connecting the east and west coasts by 
canal. This site would be rendered 
much more valuable as a naval base if 
that could be done, as it would then be 
in touch with the great shipbuilding 
yards of the west coast. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said the debate 
rather showed the inconvenience of 
making any statement at all at the 
Resolution stage of these matters. There 
might be advantages in so doing, but 
there was clearly one disadvantage—viz., 
that whereas, if he brought in a Bill 
which included such a question as that of 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 
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the new dockyard at Rosyth, it would 
have been his duty to explain exactly the 
grounds on which it was proposed ; the 
present stage was not the occasion on 
which to do that, and it was somewhat 
inconvenient that Members should be 
put in the position of having to discuss 
such questions without having had placed 
before them any reasonable arguments in 
favour of the proposals. He therefore 
thought the old practice of making no 
statement at all was the better one in 
that respect. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES dissented. 


*Mr. PRETY MAN said the hon. Gentle- 
man’s experience extended over a longer 
period than his own, but certainly in re- 
gard to the present series of Works Bills, 
which went back only to 1895, the uni- 
form practice had been to make no state- 
ment. He would defer going into details 
until the Second Reading of the Bill, 
when he hoped to place a reasoned state- 
ment before the House, but one or two 
Questions had been asked, in reply to 
which he might say a word. He did not 
think strategists would agree with the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn that the 
only road from the Baltic and the North 
Sea was through the English Channel. 
He doubted whether under the new tactics 
it was desirable to be quite as near the 
enemy’s coast as it was under the old 
conditions. He did not propose to go 
further into that question. He agreed 
with the remarks made upon both sides 
of the House as to the advantage which 
this naval base site would have from the 
point of view of construction. His hon. 
friend had asked whether the strategical 
question had been considered by the 
Defence Committee. This matter was 
fully considered and had been decided 
upon before the new Defence Committee 
was constituted, but every member of 
the new Defence Committee was fully 
aware of the nature of this proposal, and 
every one of them concurred in it. It 
had also received most careful considera- 
tion from the naval advisers of the 
Admiralty. With regard to the Ques- 
tion asked by the hon. Member for 
Perthshire, he might say, without going 
into details, that the total amount of 
increase upon the whole items was 
£4,000,000, and of this total £2,500,000 
was due to the new items and £1,500,000 
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for old works. With reference to the | these proposals, and he hoped further 


increase in the annual expenditure, the 
hon. Member ‘opposite had remarked 
upon the fact that, during the first 
beginnings of spending under these Acts, 
the sum spent in a year was at first 
£1,000,000, and it had grown first to 
£2,000,000, then to £3,000,000, and now 
it was £4,000,000. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 


shire, who was responsible for this system, | 


defended it on the ground of equalising 
the expenditure over a series of years. If 
these works had been undertaken and 
piaced upon the annual Votes, they would 
have been very uneven, and one year the 
expenditure might have been £1,000,000 
and another year £2,000,000, and some 
years £3,000,000, and even £4,000,000 
in individual years. The expenditure 
was small when the work was first 
begun and when it was _ finished, 
but during the intervening time the 
expenditure was large, therefore they 
must have increasing and decreasing 
expenditure. Therefore, though the 
expenditure varied largely from year to 
year by this Act that varying expendi- 
ture was converted into an even method 
of payment, and that was one of the 
main reasons why this system had been 
adopted. The hon. Member had stated 
that he considered that the electric 
lighting should have been placed on the 
Votes, and not on this Bill at all. He 
thought that was a very reasonable 
observation to make, but he would see 
that when a great work of this kind was 
to be undertaken it was very desirable 
to treat it as a whole, and deal with it 
upon a comprehensive basis. It would 
be hard on any one year to place upon 
it this large item, and on those grounds 
it appeared to him to be more reason- 
able to put it in the Loans Act. He 
trusted the hon. Member for Lanark 
would excuse him not following him 
into detail upon the question he had 
raised, because he hoped to make a full 
statement upon the Second Reading of 
the Bill. He hoped they would be able 
to get tothe Report Stage on Monday, 
and then the Bill would be printed and 
distributed. By Friday next he thought 
they might be in a position to take the 
Second Reading. He thanked hon. 
Members on both sides for the very 
favourable reception they had given to 


| discussion would be deferred until next 
| Friday. 


Resolved, That it is expedient to make 
further provision for the construction of 
| works in the United Kingdom and else- 
|where for the purposes of the Royal 
| Navy, and to authorise the issue out of 
| the Consolidated Fund of such sums, not 
exceeding £7,996,000, as may be re- 
quired for those purposes, and to make 
provision for raising, in the manner 
provided by Seetion 5 of the Naval 
Works Act, 1895, the sums so issued by 
terminable annuities for a period not 
exceeding thirty years from the date of 
the borrowing.—(Mr. Pretyman.) 


Resolution to be reported upon 
Monday next. 


EMPLOYMENT OF .CHILDREN BILL. 


As amended (by the {Standing Com- 
mitte), further considered. 


Proceedings resumed on Amendment 
proposed [23rd June] to the Bill— 
**In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word 


‘any,’ and insert the word ‘every.’”—(Mr. 
Tennant.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘any’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
said the reasons which led him to suggest 
and support the making of the Bill 
obligatory upon local authorities seemed 
to him to be still conclusive. On 
the Second Reading of the Bill he 
pointed out to the Home Secretary the 
inconvenience of having in two adjacent 
localities a different state of the law 
with regard to these matters. He was 
sorry that his right hon. friend was 
not able to be present during tlie 
discussion of the Bill in Grand Com- 
mittee. He himself maintained in 
Grand Committee, and he stil] main- 
tained, that if a Bill of this kind was 
to be satisfactory they must make the 
administration uniform. If they took 
two adjacent towns like Manchester 
and Salford, it would be found that 
they would raise an enormous amount 
of hostility to the authority which put 
this Bill into force if the other authority 
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did not do the same thing. They would 
raise in the minds of people who did 
not come under the law a sense of | 
injustice which was most undesirable, | 
and a feeling which was not, at all 


events, for the well-being of the 
community. If there was any class of 
legislation that ought to be made 


compulsory on the local authority, it 
was that class which affected the well- 
being of the people, and for these 
reasons he thought that it would be 
much more satisfactory if the law were 
made compulsory instead of permissive. 
In Grand Committee his hon. friend 


the Under Secretary stated certain 
objections to this course. He pointed 
out that they might have a _ local 


authority making and submitting for the 
approval of the Home Office ridiculous 
by-laws which the Home Office would 
not sanction, and in that way the De- 
partment would be put into a position of 
conflict with the local authority. He 
admitted there was some force in that 
argument. It was above all desirable 
that local authorities should look upon 
the Departments with which they had to 
deal rather as their friends than their 
masters. That argument had some 
weight with him, but he felt, on the 
other hand, that it would be a weapon 
against such a course being adopted by 
the local authority, inasmuch as public 
opinion would not be likely to support 
the local authority making, if he might 
use the expression, fools of themselves, 
for that was really what they would be 
doing. That, however, was not the 
argument which had led him to take, 
the course he was going to take on this 
particular Amendment. He understood 
irom inquiries he had made among those 
who were interested in the Bill, that 
there was an absolute opinion that 
unless this Bill was to be permissive 
there was to be no Bill at all. If that 
was the case he, for one, was not pre-| 
pared to risk the Bill for a principle 
which he thought was very vital, but. 
not absolutely essential. There was this | 
to be remembered, if the Bill was passed 
in an unsatisfactory form — and he 
thought it would be passed in an un- | 
satisfactory form if made permissive, and | 
the local authorities did not make use of | 
it throughout the country—they would | 
have an even stronger argument than | 


Mr. Galloway, 
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they had today for making it com- 
pulsory when they afterwards proposed 
to have it amended in that direction. 
In the matter of the regulation of child 
labour, he could not suppose that this 
House would allow any abuses of the law 
to be perpetrated by local authorities with- 
out requiring the Home Office, or some 
Department to see that these abuses, 
were dealt with. He very greatly 
regretted that his right hon. friend 
would not give way on this point, but 
as it was absolutely a choice between 
having no Bill at all, or having it 
permissive, he would, notwithstanding 
the vote he gave in Grand Committee, 
and the opinion he still held on the 
matter, give his vote against the 
Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
hoped it was not a choice between a 
permissive Bill and no Bill at all. That 
was not the opinion expressed upstairs. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he did not 
state that it was the opinion expressed 
upstairs. He said that was what he 
understood from inquiries he had made. 


Dr. MACNAMARA hoped the hon. 
Member’s inquiries would turn out not 
to be well-founded. Upon Clause 2 
which raised large conflict in Grand 
Committee they got the word “ shall ” 
introduced by a majority of two. At 
another stage of the Bill and on another 
Clause a large majority got the word 
“may” inserted. They might compel 
the local authorities to make by-laws, 
but they could not compel them to 
carry them out. He reminded the 


_ House of what had been the experience 


in connection with the Education Act 
of 1870. By that measure it was 
enacted that local authorities “may ” 


,make by-laws, in respect of attendance 


at schools. Many authorities did not 


make by-laws and the result was that 


by the Act of 1876 it was enacted that 
they “shall’ make by-laws. They 


,would have to make two bites of a 


cherry in this matter also, unless they 
made the matter compulsory now. If they 
made it a statutory obligation that local 
authorities “shall” make by-laws, these 
by-laws might not be, in the first 
instance, thoroughly carried out, but 
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the result eventually would be that 
local authorities would carry out their 


Employment of 


obligation. He thought the Home Office | 
was a little timorousin dealing with this | 


matter. This Bill was about eighteen 
months old, and public opinion had gone 


ahead of it a long way. The Depart-| 


mental Committee was quite clear in 
recommending that certain regulations 
which were not very exiguous should be 
laid down. Another recommendation of 
the Committee was that the local 
authorities “ shall ” make by-laws. The 
mere obligation of making by-laws would 
develop a conscience on the part of the 
local authorities. He would suggest as 
compromise that the Home Office might 
take away the controversial words 
“any” or “each,” involving as they did 
“shall” or “may.” He had not a 
shadow of doubt that if they passed the 
clause in that form the local authorities 
would feel it to be their dutv to make 
by-laws and carry them out. 


Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
hoped that the House would leave the 
matter free for the exercise of discretion 
by the local authority. He had looked 
into the statutes which authorised the 
framing of by-laws, and he found that 
with thesingle exception of the Education 
Act of 1876, these matters were left 
open and at the discretion of the local 
authorities. The Municipal Corporations 
got power in 1882 to make by-laws 
regarding matters of local government, 
and similar powers were conferred 
by the Local Government Acts. 
They had been found to be fully 
efficient. The fact was that they could 
not drive local authorities which had to 
act according to public opinion. If 
public opinion favoured such by-laws 
they would be adopted, but if public 
opinion was against them they would not 
operate in so favourable a manner. He 
had reason to know that difficulties in 
connection with the Vaccination Acts 
were recurring on account of the endea- 
vour to force local authorities in that 
matter. There was also another difficulty. 
They could not compel an authority which 
had discretion in a matter to act accord- 
ing to an opinion other than its own. 
In the West Riding of Yorkshire, which 
was an absolutely moorland district, they 
did not need to have the same by-laws 
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asin large towns. It was quite clear 
that the by-laws must vary in different 
parts of the country, and any attempt 
to build up a uniform system would be 
utterly impracticable, and disappoint 
those who wished to carry out this 
useful legislation. He felt quite sure 
that in this matter of the employment 
of children, as in all other matters, it 
was necessary to proceed carefully and 
cautiously. They must at once guide 
public opinion, and not go too far in 
advance ef it. Steady, continuous pres- 
sure of public opinion on the local 
authorities would be far more efficient 
in the case of education than drastic 
measures on the part of a central 
authority. ; 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) said that the question 
whether the by-laws should vary was 
quite a different matter from the 
question whether it should be the duty 
of all authorities to!make by-laws. He 
understood the legal view to be that, in 
practice, the word “ may ” was equivalent 
to “shall”; but if the Government 
would accept the Amendment standing 
in the name of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxford University, no 
doubt would remain as to the duty of 
the local authorities to make by-laws. 
That would get over all the difficulty. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said he was in favour of the 
word “may.” An hon. Member had 
spoken very slightingly of local authori- 
ties, but he did not pay any attention 
to the instance which the hon. Member 
had given in connection with the Act of 
1870, because the authority referred to 
was not a representative body at all, 
He believed there had never been an 
occasion in which it was necessary to 
coerce bond fide representative authorities. 
They could not go in advance of public 
opinion, and he believed that as soon as 
the Bill passed into law, all the local 
authorities, who were always on the 
watch for new legislation, would make 
by-laws if they considered them necessary, 
and if they did not consider them 
necessary no compulsory clause would 
induce them to make by-laws. The 
Departmental Committee reported that 
they did not propose that the making of 
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by-laws should be compulsory on local 
authorities, and that it was possible 
that some local authorities might not 
make by-laws, or only make them for 
certain employments. That was a very 
sensible and practical recommendation ; 
and he trusted that the Government 
would adhere to the word “may” and 
not accept “ shall.” 


Employment of 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY To THE 
HOME OFFICE (Mr. 
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CocHRANE, | 
Ayrshire, N.) said that ostensibly this | 
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might only be willing to make by-laws 
applicable to some occupations. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that he was anxious not to delay the 
Bill, and he was conscious that it would 
be futile to take the division after the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman, which 
he greatly regretted. The House, how- 
ever, should remember that the Govern- 
|/ment was reversing the decision arrived 
‘at by the Committee upstairs. He 
begged leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 





was a drafting Amendment, but a 


more important question lay behind it, | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


viz., whether the Billshould be optional | 


or compulsory. His view was that it 
was not advisable to run any risk of | 
setting up a conflict between the local | 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 
Dovc.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) moved— 


authorities and the central authority. | 


The better way was to persuade local | 


authorities as far as possible to adopt the 
Bill. If the Bill were made optional at 
the beginning, he had no doubt the 


result would be such that the necessity | 


for compulsion would not arise. On the 


other hand, if the Bill were made com- | 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word 
‘shall,’ and insert the word ‘may.’”—(J/r. 
Secretary Akers Douglas). 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


pulsory, some local authorities might | 


take up an attitude hostile to it, and 
fail to carry out its provisions properly. 


In that case the central government | 


would be powerless. They could bring 
their horse to the water, but they could 
not make himdrink. During the debate 
on the Second Reading of the Bill, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife recommended that the matter 
should be left to local option, as it would 


be extremely difficult tolay down rules for | 


the whole country when the local con- 
ditions varied so much. He agreed with 
that argument, and he thought it should 
have some weight with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. As to the practical point, the 
Department with which he was associated 
intended to send a circular round to the 
loca] authorities calling attention to the 
Bill and the powers which could be 
adopted under it. He was not prepared 
to accept any Amendment which would 
give the Bill a compulsory character. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
said he was opposed to the Amendment, 
on the ground that the local authorities 
should be trusted to exercise their 
discretion. Some of these authorities 


Mr. Jesse Collings. 


Clause 2. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS moved 
omit Sub-section 2 of Clause 2— 


to 


“No licence for street trading shall be 
granted to girls under sixteen years of aye, 
nor shall any girl under sixteen be engaged in 
street trading without a licence,” 


In order to insert the following aew 
sub-section— 

“ (2) The local authority, in making by-laws 
under this section, shall have special regard to 
the desirability of preventing the employment 
of girls under sixteen in places or under 
conditions prejudicial to morality.” 


He said this sub-section was carried in 
Committee by twenty-one votes to 
eighteen, and he had moved this Amend- 
ment in order to meet the views of 
| those who, like himself, wished to regulate 
the street trading of girls below the 
age of sixteen, but did not wish to 
|prevent their trading altogether. He 
thought it would be better to allow the 
local authorities to frame by-laws in 
‘regard to this matter than to adopt a 
|general regulation. In many towns 
| with which he had personal acquaintance 
| it was the custom for farmers to supply 
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milk direct to the inhabitants, and to | 
send it in by girls in the morning. He, 
would besorry to see so useful an employ- | 
ment stopped, and hence he would leave | 
it to the local authorities to make such | 
regulations as would bein the interests of | 
the girls. That would be preferable to lay- 
ing down a hard and fast line by general | 
law. There was a desire on both sides | 
to place some limitation on street trading 
by girls, without absolutely prohibiting 
it in all cases. Some of them would 
like to see it stopped in the case of all 
girls between fourteen and sixteen years 
of age, but he was going as far as 
possible towards meeting that desire by 
moving this Amendment. 
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those girls was. They were reaching 
the most delicate and critical period of 
human life—the period of puberty, when 
sexual passions were beginning to 
work in their systems. That was what 
rendered this street employment most 
dangerous. And the physical danger 
was equally as great as the moral, for it 
was an age when exposure to inclement 
weather was most likely to lay the seeds 


of consumption, and to undermine their 


constitutions, while long and late hours 
were calculated to stunt their growth 
and their physical development. He did 
not want to labour the point, but he 
was bound to say he would prefer to 


‘raise the age of prohibition up to seven- 


‘teen or eighteen rather than to lower it. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, to leave out lines 10 to 12, and 
insert the words ‘ The local authority, in making 
by-laws under this section, shall have special 
regard to the desirability of preventing the 
employment of girls under sixteen in places or 
under conditions prejudicial to morality.’”— 
(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) said the right hon. Gentleman must 
have dwelt so long in the sweet security 
of the Home Office that he could not be 
aware of what was going on in the 
London streets. He was told by lady 
tr.ends that it was impossible for a young 
girl, if she was in any way attractive, to 
walk througlt the streets without being 
spoken to in the most inconvenient and 
insulting way by men who spent their 
whole time hanging about the streets 
ior the express purpose of annoying 
young innocent girls. In the interest of 
these young girls he should strongly 
oppose this Amendment, because he 
believed that it would make matters 
worse rather than better. He was un- 
able to understand what was meant by 
suggesting that they would be driv-| 
ing the girls to worse methods. Surely 
because a girl could not obtain em- 
ployment on the streets, she did not | 
necessarily become a prostitute. Un- 
doubtedly young girls who traded in the | 
streets were exposed to great physical | 
and moral danger. Let them consider | 


for a moment what the condition of | 
| 


Sirk FRANCIS POWELL said he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman 
had found a happy solution of a most 
difficult problem. This matter had 
been inquired into by a Departmental 
Committee which received some most 
careful and thoughtful evidence. It 
was also discussed at great length by 
the Standing Committee on Trade, and 
though there was some feeling in favour 
of entirely prohibiting street trading 
by girls under sixteen years of age, 
they were driven to the conclusion that 
this was one of the cases in which it 
was the duty of Parliament to regulate 
rather than to prohibit. These girls 
commenced the battle of life under most 
difficult circumstances, and he felt in 
this case, as he did in the case of young 
children employed in theatres, that it 
was no kindness to them to close every 
avenue of employment. The evidence 
laid before the Departmental Committee 
on the subject was highly valuable. 
The whole tenor of that given by the 
witnesses from Liverpool and Manchester 
was that the labour of these young 
people ought to be regulated and noi 
forbidden. This was a difficult subject 
to consider in the House of Commons, 
for they really must consider what 
would happen to many of the girls if 
they were not allowed to pursue these 


_avocations. Many assisted their parents, 


who were costermongers—a useful and 
homely if not very elevating employ- 
ment—and among the labours of Lord 
Shaftesbury none were more successful 
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the raising of the condition of the 


costermongers. Let any hon. Member | 
spend an hour one Saturday afternoon | 


in a street in which costermongers 
plied their calling, and they would see 
how young girls assisted in the sales 
under their mother’s eyes. As a rule 
they were honest, industrious, and 
properly conducted, and he for one 
would be sorry to see their calling 
interfered with, for if they were not 
engaged in work of this kind the 
probability was that the young girls 
would be exposed to far greater dangers, 
and their condition would be worse 
than it now was. He thanked the 
right hon. Gentleman for the solution 
he had offered and hoped that the 
House would unanimously adopt it. 


*Mr. TENNANT said that with him it 
was a question, not of “some limit,” as 
the Home Secretary bad put it, but of 
absolute and definite prohibition. He 
could not agree that the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman would conduce 
towards the result which he believed the 
whole House had sincerely at heart. 
The hon. Member for West Aberdeen- 
shire had told them it would be better 
to prohibit street trading by girls up to 
the age of seventeen or eighteen, and 
the proposal embodied in the Bill was 
really a compromise between the views 
of those who held that the restriction 
should be upon much older girls and 
those who were against restriction. The 
Lord Mayor and Chief Constable of 
Birmingham both stated that they desired 
to see the restriction of street trading 
by girls up to the age of eighteen or 
nineteen. andit was urged that the danger 
was greater to a girl of eighteen than to 
one of sixteen years. But the House was 
accustomed to do things by steps—it did 
not like to “ go the whole hog ” at once. 
Again, if they wanted to keep the streets 
clear of girls up to the age of eighteen, 
they must, before they arrivedat that age, 
teach them some decent calling, or give 
them some training for an occupation 
which they could pursue, and if they 
allowed them to trade in the streets up to 
the age of sixteen they deprived them of 
the power of learning any industry. He 
would like to quote a point or two from 
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displeasure of the right hon. Gentleman 
and his colleagues. The Chief Constable 
of Liverpool said-— 
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“| think in the case of girls it is a consider- 

able danger to them ; they come so utterly to 
the bad in street trading.” 
Sergeant Lloyd of Liverpool spoke in the 
same terms, and was in favour of entirely 
prohibiting it. Councillor McCabe of 
the Watch Committee and the Chief 
Constable of Manchester both considered 
prohibition desirable. Mr. Russell, of 
Manchester, Mr. Thomas, manager of a 
Home in Liverpool, Mr. Lord, the head- 
master of a board school in Manchester, 
were all against street trading. Mr. 
Burke, Chairman of the Liverpool Schools 
Committee, said— 


“Tt utterly unfits them for any other form 
of employment.” 


There was a good deal more evidence to 
the same effect. Indeed, as the Chief Con- 
stable of Birmingham said—‘‘ once a 
street trader always a street trader,” and 
if they allowed these young girls to go into 
the streets at this delicate age, they denied 
to them the opportunity of being taught 
the means of earning a livelihood. The 
majority of street traders developed into 
loungers, loafers, and thieves. 


Upon the question of the future of 
these girls he would like to bring to the 
notice of hon. Members the Report ot 
a Committee appointed by the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland in 1902: Mrs. 
Tolerton said— 


“437. ‘.. . Street trading for girls is very 
bad for the formation of their characters and 
their habits. A girl, if she is to get work 

. must have a certain training which the 
street is entirely opposed to. . . . They object 
to the restraint of domestic life.’ 


439. ‘Do you make any distinction between 
girls trading by themselves and girls with their 
mothers?’ ‘It all depends on the character 
of the mother. I have known casesof children 
trading with their mothers who were very much 
demoralised.’” 


‘441, Asked whether she thought street 
trading might be so regulated that girls might 
trade in the streets without very great danger. 
‘No, I do not. I say that even with your 


| regulations you would only reduce the danger.’ 


Many societies had made it their business 
to investigate this subject most 
thoroughly, and had memorialised the 
House of Commons or sent resolutions 


the Blue-book, even at the risk of tne to hon. Members. The Committee on 


Sir Francis Powell. 
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Wage-earning Children had gone into the | “‘ conditions prejudicial to morality ?” 
subject with an energy which commanded | The right hon. Gentleman was casting 
the admiration of all of them, and had} on the local authorities a most invidious 
reported strongly in favour of the task, and one which they would rather 


Amendment which originally stood in 
his own name on the Paper. The 
Christian Social Union, the Glasgow 
Charity Organisation Society, and the 
Glasgow Society for the Prevention of | 


Cruelty to Children were in favour | 


of the retention of Sub-section 2, 


Clause 2, and the Glasgow Juvenile 
Delinquency Board were equally anxious 


not have. The protection the right 
hon. Gentleman was going to offer to 
these poor girls was of a shadowy and 
nebulous character. The House now 
had a great opportunity of securing a 
reform, the fruits of which might be 
reaped in the lifetime of many of them. 
As there was an opportunity so was 


_ there a corresponding responsibility, and 


that that particular provision should be | 


passed into law. They state— 


“They are specially pleased with the pro- | 
posed exclusion of girls from trading in the | 


streets.” 


There was, too, in its favour, a resolution 

passed by the “Women’s Co-operative 

Guild,” representing 16,000 working 

women. The School Boards of the great | 
cities of Edinburgh and Glasgow had 

both petitioned in favour of his proposal. 

The Glasgow School Board state— 


“That they are strongly opposed to the 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
Home Secretary as interfering with the useful- 
ness of the Bill. It is their hope that the sub- 
section may be left as it is or in the torm now 
proposed by Mr. Tennant as a new clause.” 


And might he _ suggest to _ hon. 
Members who were not in favour of 
woman suffrage, that on them rested a 
peculiar obligation to listen to the voice 
of women on this subject, expressed in 
the only manner in which they could 
express it by memorialising Parliament. 
This was, indeed, a most important 
question, and as proving its gravity and 
urgency, he would like to remind the 
House that 
Birmingham in his evidence said that 
of 713 boys and girls who were found 
trading in the streets in March, 1901, 
458, or nearly two-thirds, had been 
prosecuted for various offences within 
the previous six months—115 for felony, 
and 185 for gambling. What was it they 
were seeking todo? They were not dis- | 
turbing trade by the position they were 


the Chief Constable of, 


he appealed to hon. Members to realise 
their responsibility, and to remember 
that the young girls in whose interests 
they were asked to legislate were the 
mothers of future generations of 
Englishmen, on whose shoulders would 
devolve the destinies of this great Empire. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) agreed that there was an 
overwhelming weight of testimony in 
favour of the total prohibition of street 
trading by young girls in the crowded 
streets of cities, and particularly in the 
Metropolis. But those who were in 
favour of giving effect to that opinion 
were placed by the present Amendment 
in an extremely difficult position, because 
the clause as it stood at present was in 
the wrong place in the Bill. The only 
effect of the clause as it stood would be 
rather to discourage the making of any 


by-laws at all relating to street trading. 


If a local authority thought fit to make 
no by-laws girls as well as boys might 
still trade in the streets; but if they 
wished to make by-laws the effect of 
this clause was to compel them to make 
by-laws excluding young girls from 
trading in the streets. That might very 
well discourage some local authorities 
from acting. He thought that they 
would all assent to take this sub-section 


' out of Clause 2,and when that had been 


taking up ; if they were disturbing any- | 


thing it was vagrancy, which was daily | 
productive of such serious consequences | 
in the streets. As to the proposal of 
the Home Secretary, how could they | 
“have special regard to a desirability,” | 
and who was to be the judge of what were | 


done they could put it in its proper 
position. It was mischievous rather 
than useful in its present position and 


did not carry out the desire of the hon. 


Member for Berwickshire. The sub- 
stitution which the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed would do no harm, but, on the 
other hand, he did not think it would 
do much good; it was one of those 
benevolent aspirations after better things 
which sometimes found their way into 
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Acts of Parliament, but which had no 
force of law and did not very much 
improve matters. What really ought 
to be done would be to insert some 
provision in Clause3 (General Restrictions 
on Employment of Children). There 
stood upon the Paper one in the name 
of the hon. Member for Berwickshire 
which he would have been disposed to 
vote for, and if the hon. Member would 
move, a8 a sub-section to Clause 3, that 
no girl under sixteen should be allowed 
to trade in the streets, except in accord- 


ance with a special by-law passed by | 


the local authority, he would support 
him. 


*Mr. TENNANT: Ona point of order. 
If the Motion of the right hon. Gentle 
man now under consideration is carried, 
would it be in order for me to move this 
in Clause 3 as suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If Clause 2 stands 
as it is now, or if the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman now under con- 
sideration is carried, the House will have 
efirmed that under certain circum- 
stances street trading by girls under 16 
is legal, and therefore the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for Berwickshire to 
Clause 3 would be out of order. 


Sir JOHN GORST: But if the House 
were to omit Sub-section 2 as proposed by 
the right hon. Gentleman other words 
could be put in, and then it would be open 
to the hon. Member to move them on 
Clause 3. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, if the Question 
“that these words stand part of the 
clause ” is decided in the negative, and if 
also the proposal of the Home Secretary 
is negatived, then it will be open to the 
hon. Member to move his Amendment on 
Clause 3. 


Sir JOHN GORST said he would 
strongly urge the Home Secretary to allow 
the words here proposed to be omitted to 
be negatived, and pot to press for the 
insertion of the words which had been 
proposed, so that it would be open to 
them on Clause 3 to insert a sub-section 
dealing with the matter. He should be 
most favourable to the entire prohibition 


Sir John Gorst. 
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of street trading on the part of young 
girls, provided that such prohibition were 
confined to streets in populous places. 
He thought there would be considerable 
danger in making the prohibition so wide 
that it would include the case of girls in 
country towns who sold milk, or flowers, 
or fruit in the market place, a kind of 
trading to which there was not only no 
objection, but which he could conceive to 
be an extremely desirable employment 
for children on Saturday afternoons. 





| Mr. JESSECOLLINGS said he hoped 
|the Government would settle this 
| matter now, because the proposition now 
|was to put it on to the next clause 
|where the provision was a statutory 
/one. He heartily agreed with his hon. 
friend with regard to the necessary 
|employment in country districts of girls 
_ under sixteen years of age, but the Home 
Secretary had met that point in the 

Bill in a manner in which it could not 

possibly be met in any other way. They 

all sympathised with the sentiments 
|expressed by the hon. Member for 
| Berwick, but they must be careful, 


‘lest in aiming at perfection in one 
locality they inflicted hardship up- 
on other localities. The vice and 





| difficulty of the Bill was that while a 
|part of it referred to the big towns 
|other parts referred to the country 
|outside the big towns, and, in his 
|opinion, unless they were very careful 
'they would injure the rural districts 
| where numbers of girls were engaged 
jin selling milk or vegetables. From 
|the wide character of the definition 
|clause, every girl under fifteen might 
'be shut out from employment, and, 
|owing to the penalties placed upon 
employers, this would practically prevent 
their employment in agricultural dis- 
tricts. In that way they would be 
harassing and persecuting the poor 
people in country districts whose con- 
dition they would like to see improved, 
but they must take things as they 
were and treat them as they were. [An 
OrposiTion Member: And let them re- 
main as they are.] No, the Gentleman 
who said that had apparently not had so 
much experience of the country districts 
as he possessed. In some districts they 
saw children under sixteen selling pro- 


grammes ; in others, children of from 
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twelve to thirteen offering books about | option to particular places in the matter 
the birthplace of Shakespeare — poor | of exemptions of particular trades. He- 
children, taking home a few pence to | therefore strongly appealed to the Home 
the household. Were they going to put | Secretary to be content for the moment 
an end to that? Well, he would not. | with the omission of these lines and to 
He knew what value a penny or two- | leave the general discussion over till the 
pence was to a poor family. He ad- | third clause. 

vised the House not to try, by Act of | 


| 


Parliament, to override the miserable) *\~r COCHRANE said his right hon 
exigencies of poverty. | 


friend proposed that the decision should 
_be taken on the present Amendment, 

Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he for an obvious reason. Section 3 made 
did not propose to follow the right hon. | certain provisions compulsory on the 
Gentleman into the many topics on which | whole country, but the framing of by- 





he had descanted. At one period, in- | 
deed, the right hon. Gentleman appeared | 
to him to approach perilously near to the | 
one prohibited topic, the topic which was | 
apparently in everybody’s thoughts, but | 
to which they were not allowed in that 
House to make more than the vaguest | 
reference. 


laws by the local authority had now been 
made optional. As the Bill at present 
stood, they had a general enactment 
that no girl under sixteen years of 
age should be allowed to trade in the 
streets. Now it would very likely happen 
that just those local authorities within 


| whose area such trading was no evil 


| at all, and who would wish to make 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Do not) 
make fun of a serious subject. 


an exception in favour of it, would 
have taken no steps to frame any 


| by-laws, and would have to draw up a 


Mr. ASQUITH said he wished to) 
reinforce the appeal made by the right 
hon. Member for Cambridge University 
—that at this stage they should deal 
only with that part of the Amendment 
which, he thought, would have universal 
assent—the proposal, namely, to omit 
these three lines, and that they should 
leave over till the third clause the dis- 
cussion of the prohibition of this kind 
of labour and the conditions attaching to 
that prohibition. He made that appeal 
in no contentious spirit, because he 
could not see that the words proposed to 
be inserted would have any practical 
effect whatever. To say that the local 
authority in making by-laws should have 
special regard to this thing or that thing | 
was merely to offer a kind of Parliamen- 
tary advice for which there was no 
sanction, which every local authority | 
was perfectly entitled to disregard, and | 
which there was no reason to believe 
local authorities would feel themselves | 
in any way constrained to follow. It, 


real point at issue ? 


complete set for this particular purpose. 
Therefore, his right hon. friend con- 


| sidered that the present was the right 


oceasion on which to come to a decision 
on the general question. What was the 
They all agreed 
that street trading was undesirable, hut 


‘that was as far as they liked to go. 


After all, many of these girls had to 


_earn their own living, and he entirely 


disputed the contention that in every 
case street trading was undesirable. 
In many cases these girls were ex- 
ceedingly respectable. Were they to 
make it impossible for a girl under 
sixteen years of age to assist her 
mother in keeping a fruit stall in the 
street ? He asked the House to consider 
what they were doing. Whatthey rea ly 
desired was to prevent these girls from 
engaging in street trading as a cover ‘0 
something evil—walking about, for in- 
stance, in docks or public places in the 
great cities where it was obviously un- 
desirable that girls should be engaged in 





was surely better to deal with the matter | trading or should be able to make their 
by laying down a general rule applicable | trading an excuse for going to. They 
to the country at large, and by then | could not lay down a general provision 
considering, as he himself was prepared | to deal with the question—they must in 
to consider with a thoroughly open mind, | these cases leave the matter to the local 
whether or not certain relaxations should | authorities, who understood thesituation. 
be introduced in order to give local | There was something to be said as: 
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age, but girls under sixteen were 
already very stringently protected by the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act. He 
did not want to labour the point, 
as it was one upon which most people 
had already made up their minds. The 
plain fact he desired to point out was 
that they must leave it to the local 
authority to make by-laws restricting 
the power of these girls to engage in 
street trading. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
if the Home Secretary had taken the 
advice of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Cambridge University 
the House of Commons might have had 
an opportunity for legislating to-day for 
the overwhelming bulk of cases of street 
trading. They might have ruled out 
the very few instances of rural trading 
which the hon. Member for Bordesley 
had in his mind when he made his 
eloquent but irrelevant speech, but the 
Home Office had decided not to adopt the 
sensible course, and the result was that 
while the House of Commons was ex- 
tremely anxious,as wasshown bythe voting 
uponthis Bill whenit was before the Grand 
Committee, to prohibit altogether street 
trading for girls under sixteen years of 
age, they were denied the opportunity of 
doing so. In this case they were going 
to give local option to the local authority 
to make by-laws ; they were going to give 
local authorities under this Bill power 
which had been denied to them in the 
matter of regulating half-time labour 
which was made universal, and in the 
matter of the factories which was also 
made universal. This ought not to be 
left to the local option. This Bill ought to 
be made universal to save these children 
from temptation in the streets, factories, 
or workshops. The speech of the Under 
Secretary for the Home Department sup- 
ported that 'view, because he had stated 
that all street trading was undesirable for 
girls of under sixteen years of age, and 
the reasons which underlay that speech 
were reasons that should compel the 
House to provide means of preventing it. 
The hon. Member had quoted the costers, 
but in the case of the costers, the fathers 
and mothers sold fruit or flowers in the 
streets, and possibly the big brother 
was there also, but the girl was at home 


Mr. Cochrane. 


{COMMONS} 
regards girls under eighteen years of | 
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looking after the little ones, and to the 
coster’s credit be it said he kept her there. 
They would not find a coster girl in the 
docks, and if found in the docks she 
would be much safer there than selling 
flowers round the beautiful statue of Gilbert, 
or in Piccadilly Circus selling flowers 
and listening to the libidinous conversa- 
tion of the yentlemen who purchased, 
He could not help being a London boy, 
and when he went to Victoria, Charing 
Cross, and Liverpool Street stations, and 
saw the girls subjected to these tempta- 
tions, he held they had no right to 
allow them to be subjected to the risk 
of them. What was that risk? He 
would quote the chief constable of 
Birmingham. Hewould goto Birmingham 
for his facts, and would quote the 
chief constable of Birmingham because 
he knew more about this case 
than all the House of Common’ put 
together. His duty took him into the 
streets night and day, and he had great 
sympathy for these girls. He said of 
the 713 boys and girls who were found 
selling in the streets in March, 1901, two- 
thirds of the entire number had been 
prosecuted for various offences; that 
115 had been prosecuted for felony, 
and 185 for gambling. That reflected a 
picture of street trading which oughtto be 
rendered impossible between this and 
ten years hence. The Chief Constable 
of Nottingham was of opinion that girls 
under sixteen should be prohibited from 
trading in the streets at all, but the hon. 
Member for Bordesley thought that if 
that was made compulsory, injustice 
would be done in a few cases. If there 
was one class of labour which had an 
opportunity of obtaining better and 
more moral work and more highly 
remunerative work than any other, it 
was girls between fourteen and eighteen, 
as was shown by the great dearth in 
domestic service, in café and restaurant 
service, and in factory work. There 
was no argument to be applied in 
support of the few trades touched upon 
by the hon. Member for Bordesley except 
the view that there was a disposition in 
the House of Commons to over-legislate 
for certain classes of people. He could 
understand that argument being applied 
to the case of adult men and women in 
certain circumstances, but these children 
were absolutely defenceless and were 
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subjected to temptations to which they 
had no right to be subjected. He re- 
presented a district, mainly working- 
class, of which a large number were 
street traders, both men and women, 
and he ventured to say if their view 
were expressed in this matter, they 
would vote in favour of girls under 
sixteen being prohibited from street 
trading altogether. In these days, 
when they heard so much of the 
deterioration in the physique of the 
people, in these days when the 
House of Commons was sympathetically 
considering how the future men and 
women should be reared under better 
circumstances than the present, he might 
suggest that the best way to get healthy 
children of the future out of healthy 
mothers was to save the girls of to-day— 
the potential mothers of the future—from 
the temptations which surrounded them 
in street trading, which was not needed ; 
that being so, they should prohibit 
it for girls under sixteen years of age as 
a general rule, and if the House desired to 
except such trades as the sale of milk and 
vegetables in the villages of the rural 
districts they could do so by another 
clause in the Bill. 


*Srr J. STIRLING MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College) said he felt very 
strongly opposed to the proposal put into 
this Bill by the Grand Committee, and 
was glad that the Government had 
decided to take it out. It struck him 
that the hon. Member for Battersea 
had argued his case entirely from the 
condition of things in London and 
Birmingham, and while he listened he 
could not help wondering why the 
power of local authorities to make by- 
laws could not meet this case. He did 
not think that local authorities would 
fail to deal with this subject if they had 
the power to deal with it. It seemed to 
him, that in this kind of legislation there 
was one thing they overlooked. The 
House ought to bear in mind that, if 
they overstepped the line which divided 
what was necessary from what became 
tyrannical, they would incur the danger 
of bringing the whole of this class of 
legislation into discredit. In his opinion 


this provision .verstepped that line, and 
therefore he should vote against it. 


{3 JULY 1903} 
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Dr. MACNAMARA thought there 
was some Obscurity of view as to what 
was street trading. He doubted whether 
the delivery of milk would be regarded 
ascoming within the definition. In any 
case, the definition was confined to large 
towns [‘“‘Oh”|—and there was no reason 
why that should not be made clear. 
All were agreed that there was more 
objection to girls trading in the streets 
of big towns, particularly at night, and 
he would suggest the adoption of the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Cambridge University that 
all towns of, say, over 20,000 inhabitants 
should be scheduled as places in which 
such trading was prohibited. In small 
towns and villages the force of public 
opinion was more direct, and there were 
not the dangers that undoubtedly 
attended such trading in _ populous 
centres. The testimony from all the 
large towns was in favour of prohibition. 
and he hoped that, before they reached 
Clause 3, some agreement would be come 
to by which licences would be forbidden 
to girls under sixteen in towns of over 
20,000 inhabitants. 


® Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said the House 
were practically agreed that street 
trading by girls under sixteen should be 
stopped in the big towns, but that to 
prohibit it in smaller places might cause 
a certain amount of hardship. Under 
these circumstances he suggested that 
the clause should be dropped, and the 
Amendment of the Home Secretary not 
inserted. It was said that the provision 
was intended as a finger-post for the 
local authorities. He was not in favour 
of finger-posts in Acts of Parliament, 
and the voting on this clause would 
probably act as a finger-post in the 
wrong direction. Ifthe clause were now 
omitted, provision could be made in 
Clause 3 for permitting, under proper 
safeguards, street trading by girls under 
sixteen. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) regretted 
the Home Secretary would not allow 
this matter to be discussed on 
Clause 3, as it was really a 
question of whether or not there should 
be absolute prohibition. Whatever 
limitations were ‘necessary or desirable 
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-could be imposed upon the general re | 
striction, and the case of the small towns 
or rural districts would thus be met. 
By universal consent, street trading 
was a dangerous course of life for 
children to follow; it prevented 
them getting 
cultivated habits of carelessness and 
idleness, and it contributed annually a 
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regular occupation, it | 





large proportior. of the juvenile offenders | 
who were convicted. Primd facie, there- | 
fore, street trading was a pursuit which | 
should be. discouraged. This was a) 
matter in which the House ought to be | 
influenced largely by the weight of the 
authorities who knew the actual condition | 
of things with regard to the dangers and | 
temptations which beset these children, 
and, going by their opinion, he thought 
the House ought to introduce something | 
more stringent than the timorous advice | 
which this Amendment would give to the 
local authorities. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he could 
not accept the suggestion that they should 
postpone the discussion on this question 
until Clause 3. To do so would be to 
entirely upset the principle on which the 
Bill proceeded. He had pointed out, | 
over and over again, the object and the 
value of the voluntary principle, and 
he must oppose the suggestion that this 
point should be made compulsory and be | 
dealt with in Clanse 3. He did not sup- 
pose that the local authorities would fail 
to make proper by-laws, and _ those 
authorities knew best what was good for 
the children in their districts. He could 
not therefore accede to the appeal made | 
to him on general grounds. If he 
did so they would only have a longer dis- 
cussion on the point on Clause 3, and | 
probably lose all chance of passing the Bill | 
this session. 
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*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR said 
that inasmuch as Clause 3 was man- 
datory, the present point was the 
place in which any provision such 
as that oy ag by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University should be inserted. He be- 
lieved the Government desired to go as 
far as they could in the direction of 
preventing street trading by children 
without inflicting the hardships to which 
reference had been made. He suggested 
the insertion of words to the effect that 
‘“‘no licence for street trading shall be 
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granted to girls under sixteen years of 


age unless the exceptional conditions of 
the locality seem to require it.” 


Question put, and negatived. 


Question proposed “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA thought the words 
‘streets or public places” were much 
preferable to the words “ places or condi- 
tions prejudicial to morality,” and he 


| moved their substitution. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that 
being anxious to get on with the Bill, 


he would accept the Amendment. 


Proposed Amendment to the Bill 
amended, by leaving out the words 


_“ places or under conditions prejudicial 


to morality,” and inserting the words 
“ streets or public places.’”.—(Dr. Mar- 
namara.) 


Question put, “That those words as 
amended, be there inserted in the Bill.” 


The House divided:—Ayes, 178; 
Noes, 98. (Division List No. 138.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 





Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (CAristch 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, ColonelHeary 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Col. H. F. (Middlesex) 
‘Bull, William James 


Mr. Bryce. 





Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A. (Glasq.) 
Campbell,J.H.M( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.JA. Wore 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hn.Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C. 


| Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
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Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E(E/ginand N’rn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
4ore,HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zine 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hulsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robeit I. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph. 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
ate ower, Heallectel lt. S. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Ay. 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, fir H 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas H. 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, > be Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Unarles 5 ot ain 
M’Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n | 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F, (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Sasneg,tilinA, Genkened Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henrv 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson | 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine | 
Renwick, George } 


NOES. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fvrness, Sir Christopher 
Giadstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon. Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr T'yd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude Geor, 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt Hon Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hope, J. F. (Sheff., B’tside) 





Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt Hon Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Roberteon, H. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon, James 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Rutherford, John (Lancashire 


Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, Williain Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'oxteth) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E.( Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, A. S. (York, H. RB.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn E.R.(Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Jones, David Brynmor( Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Lambert, George 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wiltrid (Cornwall) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Newnes, Sir George 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. 7. 
Partington, Oswaid 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
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Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Robertsen, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Chas, Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tay lor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thompson, DrE.C(Monagh’n N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
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Weir, James Gallowa: 
White, Luke (York, E R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. H. (Hull, W.) 
bts J — Ts m, Mid) 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Sir John Gorst and Mr. 
Tennant. 
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Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3. 


Amendment proposed— 


«In page 2, line 34, to leave out Sub-section 
7.°—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
of the sub-section, to the word ‘ shall,’ in 
line 35, stand part of the Bill.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA sgaid he hoped the 
Home Secretary would agree to leave in 
those words and insert some modification 
in the sub-section which would be agree- 
able to the House. After a child under 
fourteen had been at school twenty- 
seven and a half hours a week, it ought 
not before and after school hours to be 
allowed to work more than twenty-five 
hours a week. One-third of the children 
who worked out of school were employed 
for more than twenty-five hours a week. 
He was prepared to modify the sub- 
section in order to provide that it 
should not apply to children who worked 
in a factory or workshop, because their 
case was met by other legislation. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said the ob- 
jection to this sub-section was that it 
had been found impossible to carry out 
a similar regulation in the administration 
of the Factory Acts, because a weekly 
limit of hours could not be enforced. 
Also the limit of twenty-five hours 
would interfere with work under the 
Factory Act, as the half-timers worked 
from twenty-seven to twenty-eight 
hours, and, in some cases, thirty hours 
one week and _ twenty-five hours 
the next. Moreover, he was informed 
not only by agriculturists, but also 
bythe Agricultural Department, that this 
sub-section would have a serious effect 
in the agricultural industry. He 





thought the best course would be to 
omit the whole sub-section. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 5. 


Stir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.) moved to add at the end of 
Sub-clause 1 the words, “ provided it is 
proved that such person is aware of the 
age of such child.” He said he wished 
to safeguard persons who employed 
children who were apparently over 
sixteen years of age, but, in fact, under 
sixteen. Very often a boy who might 
look sixteen years of age was often not 
more than thirteen or fourteen. In 
case a farmer employed a boy upon the 
statement of his father or mother or 
guardian that he was sixteen years of 
age, that farmer ought not to run the 
risk of the penalties proposed by this 
section. He was very anxious to see 
the Act put into force, but innocent 
people should not be fined in this 
manner, and the consequence of this 
course would be that local authorities 
would refuse to put the Act into opera- 
tion. He thought there would be the 
_— disinclination on the part of 

nglish County Councils to put this Act 
into force unless it was made clear that 
those employing children on the strength 
of the statement of their parents or 
guardians ran no risk at all. At the 
present time there was great difficulty 
in the way of getting children between 
fourteen and sixteen years of age, and if 
they put more restrictions in the way 
of people employing those children the 
difficulty would be increased. With the 
view of making the Act work more 
smoothly, he begged to move his Amend- 
ment. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


‘In page 3, line 23, at the end of Sub- 
section (1), to insert the words ‘ Provided that 
it is proved that such person was aware of 
the age of such child.’” — (Sir Edward 
Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said the 
Amendment had only just been placed 
in his hands, but as far as he had been 
able to consider it, he did not think it 
was necessary. It had not been found 
necessary in other Acts, and he did not 
see why an exception should be made in 
the present Act. He would, however, 
consult with his experts, and if it was 
necessary, and not exceptional, he would 
consider its insertion in another place. 
His own opinion was that it was not 
necessary. 


Stir EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
would accept the assurance given by the 
Home Secretary, and he asked leave to. 
withdraw his Amendment. 
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practically to restore the clause to its 
original form. The clause was amended 
in this way after considerable discussion, 
and as it stood it was more effective, 
and in substance differed very little from 
the word, suggested by his right hon. 
friend. 


Mr. GALLOWAY thought the Home 
Secretary might agree to insert the 
word “ knowingly,” which was originally 
in the Bill. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said that in 
order not to take up further time he 
would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said the 
next Amendment standing in his name 
on the Paper was merely a drafting 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 27, after the word ‘liable’ 
to insert the words ‘on summary conviction.’”— 


| (Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said the pro- 
posal contained in Sub-section 2 might 
lead poor people whose children were 
at work during the day into a great 
deal of trouble. He wished to 
restore the words which appeared | 
when the Bill was first drafted. It, 
was not advisable to mix up the crime 
ot work with the crime of cruelty or 
bad treatment. This was quite a 
different offence to that of parents being | 
charged with cruelly neglecting their | 
children. | 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


“In page 3, line 25, to leave out from the 
word ‘sixteen,’ to the word ‘he’ in line 27, | 
and insert the words ‘causes or knowingly | 
permits a child to be so em loyed.’—(Mr, | 
Jesse Collings.)—instead thereof.’ H 
re | 

Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said the | 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS moved to 
leave out Sub-section 4, which provided 
that in lieu of ordering a child to be 
sent to an industrial school the Court 
might order the child to be taken out of 
the charge or control of the person who 
actually had the control or charge of 
the child, and committed to the care of 
some fit person who was willing to 
undertake the same until the child 
reached the age of sixteen years. 
Here it was proposed to take a child 


out of the control of -the parent 


and send it to some other person to 
take care of it. That meant that if 
children violated the by-laws connected 
with work the parents were liable to 
lose them. That was a very strong 
order. A Departmental Committee had 
already reported that interference 
between parent and child for anything 
short of cruelty would produce worse 


evils than those jt attempted to remedy. 


For cruelty and bad treatment they had 


ample provision already under the 


effect of this Amendment, would be Prevention of Cruelty to Children Acts, 


VOL. CXXIV. [FourtH SeErizs.] 
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and therefore this provision was abso- 
lutely unnecessary. Having regard to 
the fact that there was power to send the 
child to an industrial school, which was, 
in his opinion, a strong enough power, 
he did not think the additional provision 
was at all necessary. It was an inter- 
terence with parental authority which 
this House ought not to sanction, and 
he would ask the Government whether 
they were not creating fresh crimes 
rather rapidly. Although the surround 
ings of some of the poor people were not 


what they ought to be they did their | 


best. Faney a charwoman going out to 
work, and upon returning home finding 
her child taken away from her and sent to 
someone else to look after, and she would 
be obliged to pay so much a week towards 
its maimtenance! If a parent thrashed 
or starved a child they had ample power 
to deal with the offence under the 
Cruelty to Children Acts, but if a parent 
broke a by-law through letting a child 
go to work it was not the same kind of 
crime, and ought not to be punishable 
in any circumstances by depriving 
parents of their children. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


“In page 3, line 34, leave out Sub-section 
(4).”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word 
‘ provided,’ in line 40, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. COCHRANE replied that this 
provision, which was inserted in Grand 
Committee, created no new crime. A 
child was often more offended against 
than offending, ‘and all the sub-section 
did was to give power to the magistrate, 
if he saw fit, to place the child in the 
care of an uncle or aunt, sister or grand- 
father, if such person was willing to 
undertake the charge, instead of com- 
mitting the child to an industrial school. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS asked the 
Government to introduce similar proceed- 
ings into the houses in Belgravia. He 
asked permission to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Mr. Jesse Collings. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 40, to leave out the words 
! * Provided that,’ and insert the word ‘and.’ ”— 
(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 6. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn page 4, line 13, at end, to add the words 
‘(2) Where an employer is charged with any 
offence under this Act he shall be entitled, 
upon information duly laid by him, to have 
any other person whom he charges as the actual 
offender brought before the Court at the time 
appointed for hearing the charge, and if, after 
the commission of the offence hus been proved, 
the Court is satisfied that the employer had 
used due diligence tocomply with the provisions 
of the Act, and that the other person had com- 
mitted the offence in question without the 
employ er’s knowledge, consent, or connivance, 
the other person shall be summarily convicted 
of the offence and the employer shall be ex- 
empt from any fine. (3) When it is made to 
appear to the satisfaction of an inspector or 
other officer charged with the enforcement of 
this Act, at the time of discovering the offence, 
that the employer bad used all due diligence 
to enforce compliance with this Act, and also 
by what person the offence had been committed 
and also that it had been committed with- 
out the knowledge, consent, or connivance of 
the employer, and in contravention of his order, 
then the inspector or officer shall proceed 
against the person whem he believes to be the 
actual offender in the first instance without 
first proceeding against the employer.’ ”—(Sir 
Francis Powell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7, 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS moved an 
Amendment with the object of prevent- 
ing officers of the local authority from 
entering private dwelling-houses. He 
said this was a new clause which was 
introduced in Grand Committee, and it 
appeared to him that it would give power 
to any police officer to enter any poor 
man’s house where children were sus- 
pected of being at work at a time when 
they ought not to be employed. That 
was a very great power to confer on a 
police officer, and he thought it would be 
very hard on poor people in this country 
that they should be harassed to death, 


not on account of any crime, but because, 
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perhaps, they might be keeping their 
children up knitting or sewing. If he 
could get a teller he would tell against 
this proposal. It was a farce in these 
circumstances to call a poor man’s 
house his castle. The Prussians had a 
proverb “Poverty is no crime, but it is 
ten times worse.” This country was 
tending towards the adoption of that 
idea in its legislation. To be poor was 
an offence in the eyes of some. He wished 
they could do away with poverty and its 
sad incidents, but, while they had it, let 
them not turn poverty into a crime or ten 
times worse. They would never propose 


such legislation for the dwellings of any 


other class of people. He moved— 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 17, after the word ‘ place,’ 
to insert the words ‘not being a private 
dwelling-house.’”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he could 
not accept the Amendment. He entirely 
sympathised with the view of the hon. 


Gentleman with regard to a man’s house | 


being his castle, but what were they 
going to do? Were they going to prevent 
an officer who was armed with a magis- 
trate’s warrant from entering a dwelling- 
house where the Act was being con- 
travened ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Thanet) said it appeared to him that this 
was a specimen of legislation of the 
grandmotherly kind. Apparently the 
State was going to assume the entire 
responsibility of bringing up families. 
He thought legisiation of this kind was 
entirely contrary to the general opinion 
of the country. Every man ought to be 
master of his own house, and so long as 
no crime was being committed in it no 


one should have a right to go into the | 


house without his consent. He strongly 
deprecated this ridiculous proposal, and 
he thought the Committee should set 
themselves against this grandmotherly 
system. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR said he 
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{man the Member for Thanet, They 
defended the right of an Englishman 
to do as he pleased in his own house. 
That claim would include the right of a 
man to thrash his wife, to starve and 
sweat his children and sweat other 
people’s children in his own house. The 
supporters of the Amendment sympa- 
thised with the poor no doubt, but he 
did not believe that what they proposed 
was an intelligent method of securing 
that the children who would be the next 
generation of adults should not be 
sweated. He was very glad that the 
Government had not given way on this 
matter. 





| 
j 
| 


| Mr. GALLOWAY said if the previous 
| Speaker had known the two hon. Gentle- 
| men on this side of the House longer he 
| would not have cast aspersions upon them. 
| The Amendment went very much further 
| than he thought was deSirable. It would, 
| in fact, prevent the carrying out of the 
| Act where it was well known offences 
| were being committed. He asked whether 
| the words in the clause were the best that 
could be put in to carry out the object in 


| . . . 
| view. He was sure it was not the inten- 





tion of the Government, or of his right 
| hon. friend the Home Secretary, to injure 
ithe Bill, but the words seemed to 
/carry the matter further than was in- 
'tended. While there should be absolute 
| power given for the carrying out of the 

Act, he did not think every local authority 
should get power to obtain from a magis- 
‘trate an order for an officer to enter a 
dwelling house because the authority 
'might have the idea that the law was 
| being broken. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICK 
| (Wiltshire, Cricklade) said if the hon. 
| Member for South-West Manchester 
‘had been longer in the House he 
would not have been guilty of the 
'discourtesy of implying that his hon. 
friend the Member for the Radcliffe 
Division had cast aspersions on the Mem- 
‘bers for Thanet and Bordesley. In 
_ former years the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Member for Thanet had often charged the 
right hon, gentleman the Member for 
| Bordesley with supporting grandmotherly 
legislation. It was a touching spectacle 





quite understood the attitude of the right | —although it had its comie side—to see 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Bor-| these two right hon. gentlemen now 


desley Division, and the right hon.Gentle- | sitting together on the same side of the 
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House reproaching others with a desire 
to introduce grandmotherly legislation. 
With regard to this particular Amend- 
ment.the Home Secretary had pointed 
out that if it was accepted it would 
destroy the value of the Bill. Clause 7 
was one on which the whole Bill turned, 
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that the Home Secretary had made up 
his mind to resist this Amendment. 


*Mr. TENNANT said there were three 
trades which were carried on extensively 
in the home, namely, file-cutting, match- 

He 


box making and brush-making. 
should certainly support the clause as it 
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and if the Committee refused t0 give 
power to have the warrant of a magis- 


trate executed inside 


to an absolute farce. 
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a dwelling- house 
where children might be employed, they 
would reduce the whole of this legislation 


stood. 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes; 15 ; Noes, 
He was very glad | 252. (Division List No. 139.) 
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*Mr. TENNANT said that he had 
endeavoured to improve this Bill, but 
what had been done to-day had 
very taken away from any 
success they had in Grand Committee. 
He did not think the Bill was worth 
very much now. He begged to move— 


largely 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


‘In page 4, line 26, at end, to insert the words, 
* Proceedings may be brought by or in the name 
of any officer of the Corporation or County 
Council, or by an officer of the school attend- 
ance committee, or by a constable.’”-—(.\Jr, 
Tennant.) 











Question proposed, “ That those word 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he could 
not accept this Amendment, because 
it would introduce a difficulty in carrying 
out the Act if he did. The words of the 
Amendment had a limiting and not an 
extending effect. At present as the Bill 
stood any person might take proceedings, 
but if these words were accepted they 
would limit the power to certain specified 
officers, and exclude the possibility of 
private persons or other proper officers 
taking proceedings. 


Amendment, bv leave, withdrawn. 
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Clause 7, agreed to. Clause 2. ' 


Clause 8, agreed to. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said the 
— hon. Member for East Mayo, who had 

something to say about this Bill, had left 
the House in the belief that there 


Amendment proposed— was no chance of its coming on this 
“‘In page 4, line 37, to leave out the word | evening. He moved to report Progress. 
‘rate, and insert the word, ‘fund.’’—(Mr. 


Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 40, at end, to add the words, | pooR LAW (DISSOLUTION OF SCHOOL 
‘Provided that a County Council shall not DISTRICTS AND ADJUSTMENTS). 
raise any sum on account of their expenses | ay cog tee nee 
under this Act within any borough or urban| Bill to give power to dissolve School 


district the Council of which is a local authority | Districts formed under the Acts relating 
maar Vis Att. | to the relief of the poor, and for facili- 
| tating adjustments or alterations of 





Amendment agreed to. |areas or authorities under those Acts, 
| ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant 

Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. | Lawson and Mr. Long. 

Clause 10. | POOR LAW (DISSOLUTION OF SCHOOL 


| DISTRICTS AND ADJUSTMENTS) BIEL. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS moved an| “To give power to dissolve School 
Amendment to leave out the word Districts formed under the Acts relat- 
“means” at the end of line 17 and toinsert | ing to the relief of the poor, and for 
‘the Council of any county, or municipal | facilitating adjustments or alterations of 
borough, or urban district.” He re-| 4Feas or authorities under those Acts,’ 
garded this Amendment as a most m-_ Presented accordingly, and read the first 
portant one. They were now for the time; to be read a second time upon 
first time in their legislation providing Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
that the great mass of the population of | 27-| 
England should have no power to 
administer their own by-laws. He! 


t — : ee aaa hae 97 
thought he could make it clear to the | INFANT ee ee a0t Gam) 


Government that that was not only a_ S00 to contd The lnieet Lib Teo 


bad thing in itself, but a bad thing in| ; ra 
the interest of the administration of this | tection Act, 1897, ordered to be brought 
Bill— | in by Mr. Spear, Mr. Duke, Mr. Schwann, 


| Mr. Hogg, and Mr. Melville. 


And, it being half-past Five of the| 7 
clock, further consideration of the Bill, | *#NFANT Me eens aes ACT (1897) 
as amended (in the Standing Committee), | ae ee sf 
stood adjourned “To amend The Infant Life Protec- 
tion Act, 1897,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 

Bill, as amended, to be further con-|second time upon Thursday next. and 
sidered upon Monday next. to be printed. (Bill 238.) 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) 


(RECOMMITTED) BILL. Adjourned at twenty-three 
minutes before Six o’clock 


till Monday next. 





Considered in Committee. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 6th July, 1903. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 
turther Standing Orders applicable to the 
tollowing Bills have been complied with : 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5); Erith Tramways and Improve- 
ment, 


Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill: Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill. 
teported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
Bill. The King’s consent signified; and 
Dill reported, with Amendments. 


Metropolitan District Railway ( Various 
Powers) Bill. 
tied; and Bill reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments. 


Wolverhampton and Qannock Chase | 


Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment. | 


Leigh Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
sill [H.L.]. Commons’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 


Beckenham Urban District Council | 
Bill; Locat Government Provisional | 
Orders (No. 5) Bill. Report from the | 
Committee of Selection, That the Earl of | 
Mayo be proposed to the House as a 
Member of the Select Committee on 
the said Bills in the place of the Lord | 
Ribblesdale; and that the Duke 
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The King’s consent signi- | 


| Confirmation Bill. 
| Provisional 


of | 
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Bedford, a Member of the Select Come 
mittee, be appointed Chairman of thie 
said Committee ; read, and agreed to. 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company Bill [H.L.]; Pentillie Estate Bill 


| [H.L.]; South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [u.L.}; Bury and 


District Joint Water Board Bill | 1.1. }. 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


Strabane and Letterkenny Railway 
Bill. Gateshead Corporation — Bill. 
Sheftield Corporation Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1, and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill. Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons. 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman 
Railway Bill. Reported from the Select 


Committee, with Amendments. 


Romford and District Tramways Bill. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill. 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed. 


Education Board Provisional Order 


| Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.] Amend- 


ments reported (according to Order), and 
Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


Order 
Broughty Ferry Gas 
Order Confirmation Bill. 
House in Committee (according to Order) : 
Bills reported without Amendment: Stand- 
ing Committee negatived ; and Bills to 
be read 3* to-morrow. 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Read 34 (according to 
Order), with the Amendment, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


2Z 
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Education Board Provisional Orders | SUPERANNUATION. 
Confirmation (East Ham, &c.) Bill [H.L.]| Treasury Minute, dated 22nd June, 
Commons Amendment considered (ac-| 1903, granting a retired allowance to 
cording to Order), and agreed to. Mr. M. J. O'Callaghan, late clerk of the 


second division in the Department .cf 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro-| pybjic Works, Ireland, under Section 2 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill. (No. 155.) | of the Superannuation Act. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional | 
Orders (No. 7) Bill. (No. 156.) Read METROPOLITAN WATER STOCK 


18, to be printed; and referred to the REGULATIONS, 1903. 
—eenens Order made by the Local Government 
ane Board prescribing ‘regulations with 
PETITION. respect to the creation, issue, transfer, 


dealing with, and redemption of any 
Metropolitan Water Stock which the 
SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [u.1}. | Metropolitan Water Board create under 
Petition against ; of Westminster Cor- | the Metropolis Water Act, 1902. 
poration ; read, and ordered to lie on the | 
Table. | FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 
| Regulation, dated Ist July, 1900, 
|made by the Treasury under the 
| Friendly Societies Act, 1896. 
| 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Regulations for the in-truction and) yewcasTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 
training of pupil teachers and students | | BILL [u.1. | 


in training colleges. | House in Committee (according to 


Regulations for secondary schools | | Order): Bill re re 7. 
ported without Amend 
— Ist August, 1903, to 31st July, | ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 


1904 
~— An a eo o- Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


technical institutions, and schools of art | | 
and art classes (from lst August, 1903, | THE NATIONAL STANDARD OF 

to $lst July, 1904). PHYSICAL HEALTH. 

*Tue Eart oF MEATH: My Lords, I 
rise to draw the attention of His 


Laid before the ‘House (pursuant to 
| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





TRADE REPORTS—(ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3016. France (Bordeaux). Majesty’s Government to the Report of 

No. 3017. Venezuela. the Royal Commission on Physical 

No. 3018. Italy (Genoa). Training in Scotland, and to the Report 

No. 3019. China (Ningpo). of the Inspector-General of Recruiting 
for 1902, in which he states that 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS as 
SERIES). the one subject which causes anxiety in the 
So : future as regards recruiting, is the gradual 
No. 593. Russia (Tea Industry of the | deterioration of the physique of the working 
Caucasus). classes from which the bulk of the recruits must 
always be drawn” ; 
meee et ee BOARD |andto ask His Majesty’s Government 
(IRELAND). whether they would be prepared to issue 
Annual Report, for the year 1902. | a Royal Commission or a Committee of 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | Inquiry with a view of ascertaining 
to lie on the Table. whether the poorer populations in our 
ee vr . large towns are exposed to conditions 
, 30ARD OF EDUCATION. ; which, if continued, must inevitably 
Minutes of the Board of Education, contribute to a low national standard of 
dated 6th July, 1903, withdrawing | physical health and strength, seeing that 
Article 102 and Articles 111 to 129, | if such be the case it would constitute a 
inclusive, of the Provisional Code of | grave national peril. The Report ofthe 
19035 Royal Commission on Physical Training 
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in Scotland, over which my noble friend 
the Earl of Mansfield presided, and to 
whom and his colleagues we owe a deep 
debt of gratitude for bringing before the 
public in so concise and lucid a manner 
the present physical conditions of the 
people of that country, unanimously 
reported that— 

“there exists in Scotland an undeniable de- 
generation of individuals of the classes where 
food and environment are defective, which calls 
for attention and amelioration in obvious | 
ways, one of which is a well regulated system 
of physical training.” 

Do these words apply only to Scotland, | 
or are they applicable to the rest of the | 
| 
| 
| 





United Kingdom? This is the question 
I desire His Majesty’s Government to 
take into their most serious considera- 
tion. The subject to which | am anxious | 
to draw the attention of the Government | 
and of your Lordships’ House is to my | 
mind one of the most important | 
of our social problems. It is/| 
a question of self-preservation. If my 
contention that a very large proportion 
of the population in our large cities are | 
physically weak, be true, and that that | 
degenerate portion is rapidly on the 
increase, then I think there can be no | 
question about the urgent importance of 
the subject and the need of Government | 
action. That wise statesman Lord 
Beaconsfield once said— 


“The public health is the foundation on 
which repose the happiness of the people and 
the power of a country. The care of the 
public health is the first duty of a Statesman.” 


I am fully aware that the most important | 
and the most interesting subject can be | 
made unbearably dull by being over- | 
weighted with statistics. I shall, there- | 
fore, do my best to spare your Lordships | 
unnecessary figures; but, at the same | 
time, [do not think it is possible for a 
subject of this character to be adequately | 
aid seriously discussed without occa- | 
sional reference to statistics. 1 hope, 
therefore, your Lordships will bear with 
me, remembering the difficulty that there 
is in making clear such a subject without 
quoting figures. 


In order that there may be no mis- | 
apprehension in the minds of your Lord- 
ships in regard to the nature of the 
social problem to which I have called the | 
attention of the Government and of this | 
liouse, I should like to make it perfectly | 
clear that I do not contend that physical | 


. 
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deterioration is taking place among all 
classes in this country, nor, indeed, that 
any class is actually deteriorating, for 
the exact reverse is certainly the case in 
regard to some sections of society. Indeed, 
there can be no doubt that the physical 
condition of the upper and middle 
classes has on the whole improved. 
Evidence is doubtful as to whether the 
artisan and well-to-do labouring classes 
have improved or not; they probably 
have remained more or less stationary. 
Nor do I even assert that degeneration 
has taken place amongst the poorer 
classes in either town or country. What 
I desire to emphasise is that even should 
it be proved that the average individual 
member of a poor town population is 
physically the equal, or even slightly the 
superior, of his poor town predecessor, 
the overwhelming increase which has 
taken place in recent years in the numbers 
of poor men and women who live in 
towns has completely altered the physical 
England, and turned a 
negligible national defect into one of the 
most serious gravity. There can be no 
doubt that the poor of to-day are born 


/and live under much better conditions 


than the poor of a century, or even of 


| half a century ago, and that the death- 


rate, both in town and country, has 


diminished, and it is therefore possible, 
/and even probable, that the general 


average health and strength of even the 
poorest and most neglected in the towns 
are greater than those formerly enjoyed 
by a class similarly miserable. But 
although there may be degrees of misery, 


and because there may bea slight diminu- 


tion in the physical weakness of these 
wretched classes, it is no reason why the 
national conscience should be satisfied, if 
it can be shown that physical weakness 
in these classes is still excessive, is far 
greater than that to be found amongst 
the more well-to-do, and can be avoided, 
especially when it can be shown that 
people residing in urban districts already 
number nearly four-fifths of the popu- 


| lation and are rapidly increasing, whilst 
'the country bred, which in the past re- 
| eruited the weakened blood of the cities, 


are either stationary in number or 
actually decreasing. 

In 1851 the urban population of Eng- 
land and Wales numbered only 8,990,809 
out of a total population of 17,927,609, 
or just 50 per cent.; according to the 

2Z2 
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last census the whan districts are now , 


inhabited by more than 25,000,000 souls 
out of 32,527,843, or 77 per cent. of the 
total population. Scotland shows a very 
similar state of things. There 3,367,280, 
or 75.3 per cent. of the population, live 
in urban districts. These figures mean 
that the population of Great ' Britain is 
largely town bred, and that for one man 
who lives in the country there are more 
than three who reside in the town. For 
purposes of comparison, and to show of 
how much greater importance this subject 
is to us than to neighbouring countries, 
[ may state that whereas the urban in- 
habitants of Great Britain are 77 per 
cent., and those of Scotland 75:3 per cent., 
the town inhabitants of Germany are 
only 36 per cent., and those of France 
only 25 per cent. of their entire popula- 
tions. Dwellers in cities need not neces- 
sarily be of inferior physique. I have no 
doubt I shall be told that some of the 
finest athletes come from the towns. 
That is so, but they come from that por- 
tion of the population who are in com- 
paratively comfortable circumstances, who 
are well fed, live in healthy homes, and 
have leisure for outdoor exercise. The 
great public schools of Great Britain are 
filled with the healthy and sturdy sons of 
the professional classes living largely in 
towns, but then, asa rule, their parents are 
healthy, and they come of a healthy stock. 
The sons of the upper and middle classes, 
educated at the great seminaries, far from 
degenerating, have increased in stature 
and weight above the limits attained by 
their predecessors. From statistics taken 
it can be shown that in 1901 the average 
-Marlburian boy of thirteen years of age 
was 5} lbs. heavier and 2 inches taller 
than his predecessor of 1874, and that the 
Rugby boy of thirteen in 1901 was 6 lbs. 
heavier and 24 inches taller than his 
predecessor of 1879. 


But if we consider the condition of the 
less favoured classes, we are confronted 
with an entirely different set of figures. 
Mr. Charles Roberts, in a Report to 
the Royal Commission on Secondary 
Education, says that— 

“ The more intelligent classes are taller and 
heavier at corresponding ages than the less 
intelligent, the more favoured classes than 
the less favoured ;” 


and he gives the following figures in 
support of his statement. He states that 
The Eurl of Meath. 
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the public school boy, between eleven 
and twelve years of age, averages 55 
inches in stature, and 78-7lbs in weight ; 
the elementary school child 52°6 inches 
in height, and 67-8lbs. in weight; the 
factory child 51°6 inches in height, and 
67:41lbs in weight; and those at In- 
dustrial and Reformatory Schools, whom 
Mr. Roberts, I think inaccurately, describes 
as representing the slum popuiation, 50°8 
inches in height, and 64°63lbs in weight. 
It must be remembered that the In- 
dustrial and Reformatory Schools, though 
they recruit their inmates largely from 
the slums of cities, do not in their 
statistics actually represent the physical 
conditions of the children of the slums, 
for, as the Royal Commission on Physical 
Training in Scotland have pointed out, 
these boys and girls are well fed, live in 
healthy dwellings, amid good sanitary 
surroundings, and under a healthy dis- 
cipline, which rapidly improves their 
physique and morale, so that, on leaving 
the school, 80 per cent. turn out good 
and useful citizens. Therefore, my con- 
tention is that Mr. Roberts’s figures, 
although they are bad enough in them- 
selves, do not represent the real state of 
affairs, and that, if we could obtain 
accurate anthropometric measurements 
of the children inhabiting city slums, we 
should possibly find that the figures were 
much lower than those given by Mr. 


of Physical Health. 


Roberts. These figures are corroborated 
by Dr. Hunt, medical officer of the 


School Board of Halifax, who examined 
fifty boys, between the ages of ten and 
eleven, attending the schools, for weight, 
and 450 for height. These boys came 
from three categories of schools—country, 
suburban, and central, and the figures he 
gives show that the upper and middle 
class boy averages about 3 inches more 
in height, and 11 lbs. more in weight 
than the average elementary school boy ; 
and 4 inches in height, and 14 lbs, 
or one stone, more in weight, than the 
slum or factory boy. 


The Royal Commission on Physical 
Training in Scotland found that in Edin- 
burgh nearly 30 per cent. of the elemen- 
tary school children were badly nourished, 
19°17 per cent. were in poor health, 12°33 
per cent. were mentally dull, and 78 per 


cent. were more or less physically weak 
, and suffering from some kind of disease. 


And the gentlemen who carried out these 


‘investigations for the noble Earl and his 
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colleagues stated that the percentage of 
defective children would be larger if slight 
affections of throat and ear were included. 
Out of 30,000 children in Edinburgh, 
Dr. Leslie Mackenzie calculated that 
some 50 per cent.—that is, a total of 
15,000 children—were suffering from the 
throat, and some 40 per cent., or 12,000, 
irom slight affections of the ear, making 
a total of 27,000 children out of 30,000 
suffering from ear and throat. In the 
course of his examination he found that 
259 male children out of 299 and 294 
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females out of 298 were suffering from | 


either affections of the ear or throat. 
These figures are the more alarming as 
one would imagine that Edinburgh, with 
its magnificent situation, in close 
proximity to its splendid Queen’s Park 
and picturesque Arthur’s Seat, would 
produce healthier children than, say, the 
enormous industrial city of Glasgow. 
If the children of Edinburgh are in this 
lamentable condition, what must be the 
condition of those of Glasgow and of some 
of the more crowded cities of England ? 
In Liverpool we know that its medical 
officer has reported that out of 4,574 
children there is an infantile mortality of 
2,229—-or about 50 per cent. This is 
less than the average mortality amongst 
working-class children, which is 55 per 
cent, as against 18 per cent. in the upper 
classes. One child in every six dies in 
the British Isles in its first year, and, of 
course, many more if we consider only chil- 
dren of the working classes. If Edinburgh 
is as bad as has been stated, what must 
be the condition of the children of Man- 
chester, Birmingham, Leeds, Newcastle, 
3radford, Bristol—I could go through an 
endless list of manufacturing towns into 
the slums of which the sun scarcely ever 
penetrates, and where the air is_pol- 
luted with vicious vapours and im- 
pregnated with black soot. 


To combat these evils Lord Mansfield 
and his colleagues acknowledge that 
many reforms are needed. In_ his 
“ Essays on Education” Herbert Spencer 
said— 

‘**To be a good animal is the first requisite 
to success in life, and to be a nation of good 


animals is the fiist condition to national 
prosperity.” 


To be good animals children must have 
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regular disciplined lives. It is only neces- 
sary to mention these requisites for 
health in order to see at once how imposs- 
ible it is that a race of healthy and strong 
children can, under present conditions, 
be reared in the poorer parts of our 
large cities. Mr. John Burns, M.P., 
has very truly said that— 

’ «* The conditions essential to manhood begin 
| before the baby is born—a healthy home, 
| reasonable labour, temperate living on the 
| part of the father and mother, these are the 
| indispensable preliminaries to healthy life 
| in children.” 





Again, this admirable representative of 
all that is best amongst the artisan class 
/—an exemplification in his own person 
of mental combined with physical 
vigour—has said that if our future 
working class are to be healthy— 


“The fathers must drink less beer and the 
mothers less tea.” 


I would add that the mothers of the future 
must be taught knowledge necessary to the 
proper nurture of children. At present 
there are working-class mothers—I trust 
not many—who are under the impression 
that babies fiourish on gin, pork, bacon, 
and cabbage ; and if they should cry and 
show physical discomfort from the effects 
of this diet, that all can be set right by 
a dose of some much advertised soothing 
syrup. 

Without proper feeding we cannot 
have a sturdy nation. It must be seen 
that pure, fresh milk be brought within 
the reach of the poor both in town and 
country, and this is of even more im- 
portance in the country than in the town, 
for it is a sad fact that in many parts of 
the rural districts it is almost impossible 
for the labouring classes to obtain fresh 
milk. The future mothers must be 
taught not only that milk is the proper 
food for babes, but that the greatest care 
must be taken to see that the milk is 
sweet, for a large proportion of infantile 
mortality is due to decomposing or septic 
milk. The death-rate among breast-fed 
children is only about one-thirtieth of that 
among those who are fed otherwise. A 
most laudable effort, and one which 
should be largely followed, has been 
made by the Battersea Borough Council 
in order to enable mothers to obtain 
pure, fresh milk at a reasonable charge. 


strong and healthy parents, good and The Council has started a milk depot for 


ample food, plenty of fresh air and mothers. 


The milk is humanised and 


exercise, be properly housed, and lead sterilised, and at this moment some 300 


| 
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babes are being daily fed at a charge | for one, shall never be satisfied as long as 
of 1s. 9d. a week for those from six to | such a material difference can be shown 
eight months, and at 2s. for older babies between the physical condition of the 
A baby fund has also been started to assist children of the richer and of the poorer 
the poorer mothers, and arrangements | classes. I believe that science and muni- 
have been made with the local Poor Law | cipal effort, supported by a sensitive 
Guardians in the case of absolute paupers. public conscience and the spread of 
As long ago as 1870, when I was in the knowledge of the laws of health and of 
diplomatic service, there existed in sanitation amongst the future mothers of 
Berlin a model dairy which brought England, can to a very large extent 
pure milk to the very doors of the poor | neutralise the advantages which at 
by means of locked perambulating milk present those classes enjoy who can 
and cream carts, which passed at regular live in the country and need not con- 
hours through the poorer quarters of the Sider money in the bringing up and 
town and stopped at fixed points. The | training of their children. Before I 
people could themselves fill their jugs leave the subject of the children, I must 
from taps in the vehicle, over which was draw attention to the fact that the popu- 
clearly painted the kind of milk and lation of this country is not increasing as 
price. Owing to the cans being locked it used to do. Lord Rosebery has 
it was quite impossible for anyone to remarked that it is useless to possess an 
tamper with the supply. I cannot help Empire unless it is ee by “7 
thinking that something of that sort Imperial race. At this moment the 
might be done nearer home. population of Australia is practically 
stationary. What our colonies need is 

I am quite prepared to be met with @ continued steady stream of healthy 
the statement that the average city ®@gticulturists to develop their boundless 
child is both taller and heavier than the Tesources. If the increase of population 
city child was, say, when her late ' Great Britain had proceeded since 
Majesty Queen Victoria came to the 1881 in the same ratio as it did previous 
Throne. This may very possibly be true, ' that period, there would in 1891 have 
but such a statement, if proved, would been 2,434,000 more children in the 
not weaken my argument. Our country than there actually were. Since 
knowledge of the !aws of health and of | ‘2a period the birth and marriage 
senitetion hes vastly improved; our rates show a still further decline. 


Schone teen tee: Geis ale Paced t now come to the youths and adults. 
) y ee | Lord Selborne has been good enough to 


—* pte yokes Sag pon oi ~ _cause me to be supplied with a Return of 
oad : the boys and youths medically ex- 
education ; we have passed special laws amined from the Ist of January to 
for the protection of children, and | the 31st of December, 1902, at the Royal 
public opin:on 18 much more alive to | Marine Recruiting Offices for the Royal 
their interests than it was in 1837. It | Navy and Royal Marines, and he has re- 
would, then, be indeed sad if we could) jarked that—— 
not point to some physical improvement 
in the case of city children of the ‘He thinks it desirable to point out that this 
poorer classes, even though it has been list by no means covers the whole number of 
: e men and boys who apply for entry into either 
estimated, with what truth I know not, of these services, as a very large percentage of 
that 3,250,000 persons in the British Isles the applicants are turned away by the recruit- 
live in overcrowded dwellings, with an_ ing sergeants for some physical deticiency, such 
average of three persons in each room. tage ty without being brought before 
I desire to point out, that whereas city oe 
children in 1837 constituted acompara-. This Return shows that, during that 
tively insignificant portion of the infantile period, 6,169 lads offered themselves, out 
population of the country, they now form | of which number i,686, or 27°3 per cent., 
an overwhelming majority, and, as such, | were rejected as unfit. This proportion 
must in the future materially influence is a little better than that which is recorded 


the national physical average, and that . } me age ie nee 
annually this urban and weaker element 1 *@ Case 0 Army recruits. The Geners 


is growing more and more numerous to Inspector of Recruiting for the Army, in 
the serious detriment of the nation. I, his Report for the year 1901, states that 


The Earl of Meath 
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the percentage of rejections on grounds 


of physical development all over the 
kingdom of those who offered themselves 
for the Army was 29°04. But from sta- 
tistics I have obtained, through the kind- 
ness of the First Lord of the Admiralty, it 
would appear that just under 33 per cent. 
ofthe lads who desired to enter Greenwich 
Hospital with a view to joining the Navy 
had to be rejected. This is the more ex- 


traordinary, as these lads must be sons of | 


former seamen or marines, and, one would 
fancy, would consequently enjoy the ad- 
vantage of, at all events, a healthy father. 


It must not be forgotten that in this 
case also no account is taken of those who 
were rejected by the recruiters for physical 
defects so apparent as to be noticed on 
sight. None of these figures, therefore, 
show the numbers of those who were 
rejected by the sergeants as being 
obviously unfit, and it must always be 
remembered that there is a _ direct 
pecuniary inducement to a recruiting 
officer to bring a recruit before the 
doctor, so that those rejected by the 
recruiters must have been physically 
hopelessly defective. There is nothing 
to show how large was the number thus 
rejected, but report puts it at about half 
those who presentedthemselves. This may 
he an exaggeration, but, if true, it would 
mean that over 50 per cent. of the young 
men and lads offering themselves for the 
Army and Navy have to be rejected. 
Let us, however, leave out of considera- 
tion those rejected by the recruiting 
sergeants. The figures are quite large 
enough in all conscience, and [ have no 
(desire to exaggerate the matter. I do 
not, however, believe that there would 
be much, if any, exaggeration in saying 
that some 50 per cent. of those who 
offer themselves for the Army and Navy 
are rejected between recruiting officers 
and medical men, and subsequent dis- 
missals for inferior physique. I have 
been shown a statement in writing 
from an Admiralty provincial recruit- 
ing officer, in which he asserts that 


fully 50 per cent. of the candidates | 
rejected for | 


for the Navy are 
physical causes, and General Sir 
Frederick Maurice has lately informed 


the public that, out of five men who. 


enlist, only two remain effective soldiers 
after two years, and that the men who 
slipped through the officers tests, and 
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| afterwards had to be turned out of the 
| Army, were— 

“ Miserable, anemic specimens of humanity, 

| fit to do no proper man’s work in any position 
| of life.” 
Let us leave these extra rejections ov.t 
of consideration. It will then be seen 
that considerably more than one-fourth 
of those who offer themselves from both 
town and country for the Army and 
Navy are rejected for physical defects. 
That more than a fourth of the young 
men and lads who desire to serve their 
country in Army or Navy should be 
unfit to do 8o, is surely a very serious 
matter. What makes it still more serious 
is that it is reported for 1901 that the 
proportion of men rejected was highest in 
theclass headed ‘labourers, servants, hus- 
bandmen, etc.,” the rejections amongst 
labourers being 18°37 per 1,000. In 
1902, owing probably to the great 
efforts made to obtain recruits during 
the war, the rejections for the Army 
were nearly 50 per cent. in excess of the 
figures for the previous year. The 
actual figures were: 100,771 recruits 
offered themselves, and 47,916, or nearly 
50,000, were rejected. In Germany, 
town life exercises a similarly harmful 
influence on national physique, for 
whereas 80 per cent. of the recruits from 
the country are found to be physically fit 
for military service, only 38 per cent. 
of those coming from Berlin can 
take their places inthe ranks, and 
it must be remembered that these 
figures represent the average physical 
condition of the entire young male 
population of Berlin, and not only those 
coming from the poorer districts, as is 
the case in dealing with town recruits in 
the British Isles. 

The Royal Commission on Physical 
Training in Scotland showed that the 


condition of life under which the poor 


lived in Edinburgh was detrimental to 
health and strength, but in considering 
the rejections for the Navy from this town 
| we find in 1902 only 23°6 per cent. were 
rejected, whilst 24-9 were rejected from 
Bristol, 30°3 from Exeter, and 35-9 from 
London, so that Edinburgh is not so bad 
as some towns in England. In Man- 
chester, from figures supplied by Colonel 
Leathem, the chief recruiting officer, it 
|appears that in 1899, during the early 
part of the Boer War, some 11,000 men 
| offered their services to the Army ; of 
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these only 3,000 could be accepted, and 
eventually it was found that out of these 
3,000 only 1,072 were fit for service in 
the Regular Army, 2,107 being relegated 
to the Militia. So that in round numbers, 
out of 11,000 men from Manchester, 


were found fit to fight the battles of 
their country. These figures were not 
peculiar to the year 1899, for in 1900, 
out of 12,235 who offered to enlist in 
Manchester, 8,205 were rejected, and in 
1901, out of 11,896 who came forward, 
8,820 were found physically incapable of 
military service. It may be said that these 
figures relate tomen brought upin theslums 
and who are out of employment owing to 
physical incapacity to do any hard work. 


{LORDS} 
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is a very serious grievance, and one 
which should be remedied. There 
are other causes, however, which 
lead to a low physical condition 
amongst the people. The Royal Com- 


é | mission on Physical Training in Scotland 
8,000 were rejected, whilst only 1,000 | 


has pointed out that many reforms are 
needed in order to ensure a physically 


healthy population, and that all these 


reforms must proceed pari passu, or 
more harm than good may be done; 
for instance, they have shown how 
harmful physical exercises can prove 
in the case of underfed and _ sickly 
children, though the same exercises 


_are indispensable to proper development, 


This probably is more or less true, but | 
it only strengthens the force of my | 


argument for inquiring into the con- 


dition of life of the poorer populations | 


in our large cities. But that physical 
weakness is not confined only to the 
very poor in our towns is shown by the 
recent statement publicly made by the 
colonel of the Birmingham Volunteers, 
who complained that he had to reject 


and most beneficial when carried out 
under medical supervision. 


Briefly stated, the principal requisites 
in the production of a physically capable 
population are: first, healthy parents : 


| secondly, sanitary homes ; thirdly, good, 


some 32 percent. of the young men who | 


applied to him for admission into his 
battalion, and that on one oceasion he 
had to reject eleven out of thirty- 
one recruits. Now, these men must 
have been men of a superior social 
position to the ordinary Army recruit, 
and should not have been subject to 
the influences hurtful to health entailed 
by extreme poverty. 


Mr. Cantlie, F.R.C.S., after making 


some most exhaustive inquiries, has | ; 
4 : | done before we can hope to attain, not per- 


come to the conclusion that pure-bred 


L rs can ist beyond the thi . - : 
ondoners cannot exist beyo e third | cetaienh ok waikauak tie. 


generation, showing that without the 


infusion of country blood the populations | : 
md essen 4 /not be sufficient for one Department ot 


in our large cities would, under present 
conditions, inevitably die out. Mr. 


abundant and well-cooked food, includ- 
ing a cheap supply of fresh milk; 
fourthly, pure air and water; fifthly, 
facilities for exercise and healthy recrea- 
tion ; sixthly, a good educational system, 
which shall combine physical with 
mental and moral training, and shall 
instruct the young, especially the girls. 
in the elements of hygiene, dietetics, 
and the care of infants and home 
sanitation, and shall bring them up 
under good and healthy moral sur- 
roundings. It is only necessary to 
mention the above, which are but a 
few of the indispensable requisites to 


‘the production of a healthy population, 


Cantlie has also made inquiries in the | 


country, and found that rickets is one 
of the commonest ailments in country 
districts. He ascribes this to want of 
food, insufficient food, or the wrong 
food. It is probably owing to want of 
milk, which in some parts of the country 
it is almost impossible for the poor to 
obtain, as milk farmers are under 
contract to send their entire supply to 
the large centres of population, and 
cannot, therefore, sell it locally. This 


The Earl of Meath. 


in order to show how much remains to be 


fection, but even a moderately healthy 
If this mode- 
rate standard is to be reached, it will 


Government to move in the right 
direction. The subject, when investi- 
gation has pointed out the proper course 


‘to be pursued, must be made a national 





one, and Government and people com- 
bined, must throw their entire energies 


|into the matter, and insist on a general 


advance along the lines of national 
health and strength, so that future 
generations may be able fearlessly to 
face and bear the burden which fierce 
foreign competition and the ever increas- 
ing responsibilities of extending Empire 
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have placed, and will place, on the! 
shoulders of the subjects of King Edward. | 


lam no pessimist. I firmly believe in 


the capab lities and energy of the Anglo- | 


Saxon, and have confidence that, with 
the ancient pluck of their race, the 
future of the Empire will be made by its 


sons and daughters even more glorious | 


than its memorable past, if only we, 
the fathers of the rising generation, do 


not neglect our duties, but give our. 


sons and our grandsons a chance to 
equip themselves properly for the con- 


test, and see that, in founding the. 


mightiest Empire the world has ever 
known, we do not, by our indifference 
and carelessness, hinder nature in her 
efforts to people that Empire with an Im- 
perial race. 


*Toe LORD BISHOP or RIPON : My 
Lords, I make no apology for rising in 
support of the inquiry which the noble 
Karl has asked for. I am sure that every 
man who desires to see a great and 
efficient race raised in these islands and 
in the Greater Britain beyond the seas 
will feel that it never can be unwise to 
investigate the conditions of life, and to 
see how far they contribute to the 
development of a fine and noble race. 
[ am not here for one moment, therefore, 
to hold a brief on behalf of any pessimistic 
attitude with regard to the population or 
its physical deterioration, but I am here 
to try and show that there are very good 
srounds for asking for a searching and 
careful inquiry. I do not wish to 
approach this matter in a spirit of dread, 
for there are so many matters which 
appear incontrovertibly to prove that over 
a large period of years a distinct advance 
has been made, and this it would be 
neither wise nor politic to overlook. In 
the first instance, there has been an 
improvement with regard to the stature 
and vigour of the population of our 
country. As compared with a hundred 
years ago our population has trebled, and 
nearly quadrupled-—from 8,900,000 to 
32,500,000. As a result of investigation | 
made by the British Association it has 
heen ascertained that the stature of the | 
race has risen within the last generation 
or two from 5 feet 74 inches to 5 feet 
8} inches, and I am sure we are all) 


acquainted with the commonplace argu- | 


| 
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the armour of our ancestors to ascertain 
how far far the physique of the race has 
developed in the course of centuries. 
We should not look upon things from a 
dark point of view. Petulance and fear 
paint everything dark, and one can see 
nothing in the dark. 

I, for one, am prepared to say at the 
outset, that there is so much to encourage 
us, that we ought to face every inquiry 
with a wise and well-balanced judgment. 
Amongst such encouraging features is 
the increase of longevity. The child 
born yesterday, if it was a boy, can look 
forward to 4°39 years more of life than did 
the child of fifty years ago; and if a 
girl, her expectation is 61) years more. 
In other words, there is a distinct in- 
crease in the expectation of life, and to 
every child born to-day there is the 
opportunity of from four to six years 
longer service of its country and race. 
It is true that this is largely due to the 


_advance of medical skill and sanitary 


| manufacture of 


science, but these have combined with 
the happier conditions of modern life to 
give the greater chance of a vigorous 
and healthy race. Such constitute to 
us abundant reasons for gratitude that 
our lot is cast in an age of greater 
physical and material advantages. But 
surely for that very reason we ought to 
look more anxiously and more carefully 
to ascertain whether any causes are at 
work which may arrest these happy and 
healthful conditions. The greater caution, 
therefore, should be exercised by us lest 
unobserved changes should be introduced 
which might deprive us of so noble an 
inheritance and undermine the physical 
vigour of our race. Whatever we send 
beyond the seas in the form of manu- 
factured goods, believe me to export 


men and women of noble and healthy 


physique, who will be worthy representa- 
tives of our people on other shores, must 
formthe mostim portantcommodity of our 
manufacture. Far more than gold 
mines and acquired territories is the 
that manhood and 
womanhood which can go forth with 


strength, intelligence, and moral force 


to fulfil the destinies of our people. 


I am bound, therefore, to ask you to 
consider those great and grave questions 
which are being put to us by men who 


ment that we have only to visit the| have studied these matters deeply and 
Tower of London and attempt to put on| who ask that those questions may be 
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answered “yes” or ‘“‘no” after due and | considers what are the normal figures of 
careful inquiry. Are we sending out| birth rate for the earlier and the later 
in sufficient quantity and in sufficient| years of such marriages. Out of this 
quality a race which is calculated to| careful system he arrives at the con- 
hold this great Empire together and to} clusion that whereas the size of the 
fulfil what we all believe to be the duties | families in 1880 was 4°34, in 1890 it had 
and the destinies of our people? The fallen to 4.08, and in 1900 to 3°63; in 
answers which are given by some who! other words, in twenty years the average 
have considered the matter are, that as| size of families had fallen from four 
regards numbers our population is not | and one-third to three and two-thirds, 
growing as rapidly as it should, but that; on which he makes the ominous 
the declining rate of increase is a|remark that if the same rate of 
matter of great moment. Let mejdecline continues for sixteen years 
ask your Lordships to notice one or|longer the source of natural in- 
two facts in this matter. First, | crease would be dried up. I turn now 
I take the birth rate. The birth rate,|}to what appears to be confirmatory 
which was 36°3 in 1876, had declined in | evidence of this decline in the s'ze of 
1898 to 29-4. But birth rate is, perhaps, | families. If there is a dimiziution in the 
not in itself a final test of the increase of | rate of increase that diminution will show 
population. Experts, therefore, have itself in the lessened proportion of the 
called our attention to the marriage| number of children. In order to test 
(uestion, and have endeavoured to arrive | this, I propose to take the census Returns 
utsome definite opinion as to the pro-| of 1881 and the two following decades. 
ductive power of marriages in this If we divide the population into two 
country. Dr. Newsholme, taking a/ sections, those under fifteen to represent 
large range of married people of the | the child section, and those above fifteen 
age in which a family would naturally |the older section, we encounter the 
be expected, reached the conclusion | following results-—-that whereas in 1881 
that in 1,000 such-marriages the children | those over fifteen numbered 16,505,848, 
born in 1871 were equal to 292, in 1881, | those under fifteen numbered 9,468,591. 
to 286, and in 1891 to 264, Here is a | In 1891 the population over fifteen had 
distinct fall in the out-put of the popu-| risen to 18,830,290, and the children— 
l ition. that is, those under fifteen—numbere1 
10,172,235. In 1901 those over fifteen 
were 22,000,000, and those under fifteen, 
10,526,075. That is tosay, whereas the 
children under fifteen were 36°5 per cent. 
of the total population in 1881, they 
were only 32°3 per cent. of the popula- 
tion in 1901. The result of this is, and 
each of us can work it out for himself, 
that there are 1,142,000 fewer children 
under fifteen in the country than there 
would have been if the proportion of 1881 
had been maintained. 





I turn to the evidence of Mr. Edward 
Cannan, a well recognised expert in 
political economics. In order not to be 
betrayed by a mere superficial estimate 
ot figures, he arranged a careful system 
by which the births of one year could 
be compared with the births of twenty- 
six years previously in order to test the 
relative increase. Taking the cases, 
of married women under forty-five 
years of age, he found that for 100 
births twenty--ix years previously, there 
were in 1880, 139; that is, an increase Mr. Thomas Welton, F.C.A., on the 
of 39 per cent. But when the same! basis of this shortage of children, 
comparison was made for the year 1890,| reckoned that in the seven largest 
the figure was only 117. Making the| counties there were 858,500 children 
comparison once more for the year 1900,| short of what there would have been 
the figure was only 108. Here, again,| had the old rate of increase been main- 
is a distinct drop in the output of popu-| tained, and if these seven counties were 
lation. But Mr. Cannan undertook a| taken as representatives of the whole 
further caleulation. He arranged a} population, the shortage of children 
system which he called a system of} amounted to no fewer than 1,579,000. 
“weighted marriages ”’—that is to say,| But in any case we seem to be con- 
he only selects married people of an age | fronted by the fact that there are more 
in which a family is probable, and he| than 1,000,000 children less than there 


The Lord Bishop of Ripon. 
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would have been had the old rates of and inthesecond decade only 25-1. And 


increase continued, and this, I fear, is 
nota matter which we can feel ends with 
the census of 1901. One of the daily 
papers has shown us that the case of 
London in 1902 exhibits the same 
tendency. Then the birth rate fell to 
28°5, that is, 05 lower than it was in 
1901, and this means that there are 2,309 
children fewer in London than there 
would have been if the average of the 
previous ten years had been maintained. 
Now it may be said that a diminished 
population is not necessarily a bad thing : 
it may arise from a noble and self-denying 
spirit actuating its citizens, and certainly 
[, for one, would pay the homage of my 
respect to any man who, from motives of 
prudence and chivalry refused to draw to 
his side the partner of his life till he had 
first prepared adequately a home for her 
and her children. But I fear that these 
diminishing returns are not wholly due 
to creditable or self-denying causes. E - 
perts who have looked at the matter have 
come to this conclusion also. Professor 
Marshall tells us— 

“In France for a long time, recently in 
Ameriva, and to a less extent in England, 
there has been a tendency for the abler and 
more iutelligent part of the working-class 
population to avoid having large families, aud 
this is a source of great danger.” 

Dr. J. S. Billings attributes in the same 
way the main cause of the declining rate of 
increase to the deliberate and voluntary 
avoidance of child bearing on the part of 
a steadily increasing number of married 
people. Dr. Billings is speaking for the 
United States it is true, but the fashion 
of one place is becoming, I fear, the 
fashion of more than one place. A doctor 
in a northern city told me that £30 a 
week was paid in postal orders in the 
purchase of appliances for the restric- 
tion of population. But we are not 
without evidence of a statistical kind. 
Mr. Welton, whom I have before quoted, 
has pointed out, and he has based his 
statistics on married women under forty- 
five years of age, that whereas in the 
decade 1881 to 1890 the mean number 
of births of such marriages was 132,917, 
in the following decade the mean number 
was 132,943, an incredibly small increase ; 
in other words, that the percentage of 
birth for a hundred wives of the age 


he adds the ominous conclusion— 


«It follows that we have gradually reached 

conditions when the ratio of births having 
sunk from 28°3 to 23°6, the natural births are 
reduced by artificial means to the extent of 
26,000 a year, or 500 a week.” 
He continues these calculations outside 
London and reaches similar conclusions. 
There is, therefore, from every point of 
view, ground for inquiry as to whether 
causes are not at work which tend in an 
unnatural way to weaken the vigour, the 
force, aud the numbers of the growing 
population of the country. 


But we sometimes console ourselves 
that the deficiencies of the mother country 
are compensated by the vigour and pro- 
lifie character of the colonies. I am 
afraid that here, too, we must read the 
story of a declining rate of increase in 
the population. Take the case of Canada. 

| Canada inzreased in the decade, 1871 to 
| 1880, by 839,000. In the following 
decade her increase was 508,000, and in 
the last decade, 1891 to 1900, it was 
506,000. It has been pointed out by 
i Mr. Cannan, that Scotland, which has a 
population 800,000 less than that of 
Canada, yet increased by natural means 
500,000 within the last decade. What 
can we say when the increase of Canada, 
with its larger population, only exceeds 
that of Scotland by 6,000? I turn to 
| Australia, and I meet the same story of 
diminishing births. The births in 1891 
were 126,000; they had fallen in 1899 
to 114,000. And lastly, when I group 
together the Colonies of Australia, 
Canada, and New Zealand, and compare 
their population to-day with their popula- 
tion of thirty years ago, I find in all 
cases a tendency to a diminished birth 
rate. It has been calculated by Mr. J. 
_A. Baines, C.S.I., that the percentage ot 
‘children under five years of age is 
normally 12°70 of the whole population. 
Let us take this figure and test the con- 
dition of the colonies I have named. In 
1871 the number of children in these 
colonies under five years of age was 16°5 
of their whole population. In 1901 the 
number of children under five years of 
age was represented by 11°66 ; that is to 
say, while in 1871 the children under 
five were 4 per cent. above the normal 
they are now 1 per cent. under the 
normal figure. It is true that we have 
an Empire of great and extensive colonies; 


mentioned was in the first decade 27-2, it is true that the spaces of the earth are 
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given to us; but of what service are 
these unless a great, numerous, and 
vigorous population is ready to fill 
them, or how can we, with diminishing 
numbers, speak with our enemies in the 
gate? Lord Rosebery rightly said— 

“An Empire is 
an Imperial race.” 

I turn now to the second allegation, 
namely, that there are signs of a de- 
terioration in physique amongst our 
population. It is not my purpose to 
commit myself to these figures. My 
only object is to prove that there are 
adequate grounds for inquiry. But 
when I look at the arguments which 
are adduced, I first encounter what 1 
may describe as some birth facts. There 
has been an increase in infant mortality 
in the decade from 1871 to 1880 of 149 
per thousand ; in the next decade it had 
risen to 160°59 per thousand; and in 
the last decade to 173°45 per thousand. 
Within the last thirty years births with 
congenital defects have risen from 1°85 
to 4:08. Perhaps still more striking is 
the fact that in the last fifty years we 
are told that premature births have risen 
300 per cent. But from these birth 
facts we may turn to those results which 
are arrived at by inspection and_in- 
vestigation. And here let me first speak 
of Army Returns. I am quite ready to 
admit that Army Returns ought not to 
be regarded as final or sufficient evidence 
of the state of the whole population. In 
the nature of the case they are only 
partial, but this is a very different thing 
from saying that they have no value at 
all. They certainly represent samples of 
some classes of the population. They 
are, in one sense, a test of the condition 
of the rural population. For let me 
remind your Lordships that in 1901, out 
of 76,750 men inspected, 49,138 are 
classed as labourers, servants, and 
husbandmen—-that is, I take it, they are 
representatives of the rural population. 
But, out of these, 15,095—that is, 30°7 
per cent.—were rejected. This has 
its significance, and while, of course, not 
to be taken as evidence of a deterioration 
throughout the whole population, is 
surely sufficient to constitute evidence 
which calls for inquiry. 


but little use without 


Ido not propose to weary you with 
the more particular results which come 


from the Army Returns, but I may 


The Lord Bishop of Ripon. 
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remind your Lordships that whereas in 
1845 the standard height for admission 
to the Army was 5 feet 6 inches, in 
1883 it was dropped to 5 feet 3 inches, 
and in 1900 to 5 feet, and that of the 
men in 1901 no fewer than 593°4 per 
thousand were under the old standard 
height of 5 feet 6inches. The chest 
measurement, again, was a 34 inch 
standard up to 1883, and in 1901 I find 
that 511-8 per thousand were under this 
measurement. Inthe matter of weight 
8 stone 8 lbs. is not a great weight, but 
whereas in 1871 159°4 per thousand 
were under this weight, in 1898 269 
per thousand were under it, and in 
1901 325 per thousand. As a 
general result the War Office Report 
tells us that 12°30 per thousand repre- 
sents the increase of rejection in 1901, 
and amongst those offering themselves 
from England and Wales the ratio 
rejected per thousand was 30 per cent., 
being 299-77 per thousand. 


The opinions of military experts speak 
pretty freely of the apprehension which 
those interested in military matters feel 
regarding the material from which the 
Army is drawn. But we have not only 
military statistics to proceed upon. We 
have the results of the Scottish Commis- 
sion, and here we have the startling 
statement that the children in the schools 
very often suffer from unrecognised 
ailments. Thus, in the schools of Edin- 
burgh no fewer than 700 children were 
found suffering from phthisis, 1,300 from 
heart complaints, and 15,000 from lesser 
ailments. Every one of these children 
suffering from an unrecognised ailment 
might be protected and developed into 
a more healthy child by a little care, 
thought, and medical inspection. I must 
pass by the statements which have 
already been put before your Lordships 
by Lord Meath, but it is enough for us 
to remember that in the evidence which 
is brought before us the question of race 
plays but a small part. The enfeebled 
condition of the children both in height 
and weight is, as far as evidence goes, 
rather a result of conditions than of 
pedigree. You have heard how the 
boys in our public schools are taller and 
heavier than those in factories and in- 
dustrial schools. Mr. Hall, in Leeds, 
arrived at similar results, for he showed 
us that while the Jewish children of 
twelve years of age measured 57} in. 
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and weighed 85 lbs., and the Gentile 
children in good localities measured 


57 ins. and weighed 77 lbs., the Gentile | 


children in the poorer localities measured 


I submit therefore that there is evidence 
which warrants our inquiring into the 
physical condition of the population. 


One more fact needs to be noticed, 
because it has an important bearing 
upon the public welfare. The rural 
districts, it will be admitted, are the 
reservoirs of our national strength. 
We are no longer a nation in which 
the rural districts are as populous as 
they were. In 1870 the urban 
population was 15,697,000, and the 
rural population 15,787,000; that is 
to say, the urban and the rural popula- 
tions were equally balanced. Fifty per 
cent. of the people were then in the 
country districts. To-day this has been 
reversed, and only 23 per cent. of the 
population can be reckoned as rural ; 77 
are urban. What becomes of the popu- 
lation crowded into the towns? The 
influence of the town is to burn up the 
population in numbers and in vigour. 
You have heard from Lord Meath Dr 
Cantlie’s evidence that it is difficult to 
find the fourth generation of a Londoner. 
Professor Marshall tells us the same. 
Only a very small proportion, he says, of 
those artisans to whom London owes its 
pre-eminence as a centre of highly 
skilled work come from parents who 
were born there, and there are scarcely 
any whose grandparents were born 
there. In other words, not merely do 
the conditions of the town impair the 
physical vigour, but that inestimable 
quality of energy is weakened amongst 
the urban population. Lowered vitality, 
less energy, are the inevitable results of 
unfortunate town conditions. 


Our aim, thereforé, should be, seeing 
that the country, as the natural 
reservoir of strength and energy, is 
being depleted, to pay as much heed as 
we can to the conditions of town life, to 
make our town conditions approximate 
as far as possible to country ones, and, 
| might venture to say, our country 
conditions to approximate as much as 
possible to our town conditions. By 
giving health to the towns and providing 
recreation and attraction in our country | 
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districts we may do much to conserve 
the general vigour of the population. 
My object in asking for this inquiry is 


; not from any belief that we can do very 
only 504 ins. and weighed only 674 lbs, | 


much by distinct legislation, but 
that by such inquiry we may be enabled 
to rouse public attention and public 
spirit in these important matters. We 
are tempted to ask whether a change 
has not come over the moral ideals of 
the people. Is it true that as a 
generation we love pleasure more and 
responsibility less? Have we formed 
different ideas of family life? Is the 
child that was once a welcome addition 
to the home circle now regarded as a 
burden? If this should be the case 
we might well despair of the common- 
wealth. But I am persuaded that it 
is possible for us to reinvigorate our 
moral ideals by an improved public 
opinion. Then better and nobler days 
are before us; then, when duty and 
responsibility, rather than pleasure and 
comfort, are the guides of our conduct, 
we shall bring back that time when 
the home was the unit of the nation, 
and the sanctity, happiness, and vigour 
of the home were matters of careful 
thought and attention, and in this way 
we shall bring back those conditions 
which make for the happiness of the 
individual and for the welfare and 
prosperity of the nation. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (the Duke of DeEvonsHiRe) : 
My Lords, | am sure your Lordships 
will agree with me that the House is 
deeply indebted to the noble Earl and 
to the right rev. Prelate for the speeches 
with which they have brought before 
it this Question, than which none can 
be more important to the welfare of 
the country. I must, in the first 
instance, congratulate the noble Earl 
on the change which he has introduced 
into this Question since he first placed 
it on the Notice Paper. The latter part 
of his notice then ran— 


‘*To ask His Majesty's Government what 
steps they oy wes to take in order to arrest 
this physical deterioration, which varied and 
undoubted evidence shows to be gradually 
taking place among the poorer portions of 
the populations of the large cities of Great 
Britain, and which, if allowed to continue 
unchecked, threatens the State with grave 
national peril.” 
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In those words the noble Earl, I think, 
unduly assumed what he has attempted 
to-day to prove, that an actual deteriora- 
tion is taking place in the physical 
condition of the people. He also assumed 
that it was in the power of His Majesty’s 
Government, without further inquiry 
and without obtaining further advice, 
to take certain steps to remedy that 
deterioration. I think the noble Earl 
has been very well advised n altering 
the form of his Question and asking 
simply whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are prepared to enter into any 
inquiry on the subject. 


Perhaps I had better advert first, for 
a moment, to a Question which is not 
referred to in the notice on the Paper, 
but of which the right rev. Prelate gave 
me private notice—namely, as to the 
symptoms which he thinks exist, not of 
a decrease, but of a retardation of the 
rate of increase of the population of the 
country. I am sure your Lordships will 
not expect me to follow the extremely 
able, if somewhat elaborate, argument 
which the right rev. Prelate addressed to 
us on that subject. It must, I think, 
have been a subject of astonishment to 
your Lordships, as it has been to myself, 
that it should be possible for the right 
rev. Prelate to carry in his memory the 
mass of figures and statistics he placed 
before your Lordships, so far as I could 
see, without the assistance of a single 
note. If I had many days in which to 
consider all the figures the right rev. 
Prelate has placed before us, 1 do not 
know that I could feel sure of being able 
to arrive at any accurate conclusion on 
that subject. It requires a trained pro- 
fessional statistician to deal with statistics 
of that character and arrive at an 
accurate conclusion upon them. All | 
was able to do when the right rev. 
Prelate gave me notice that he was 
going to add his Question to that of the 
noble Earl was to consult the Local 
Government Board as to the opinion 


{LORDS} 





which they had formed upon the sub- 
ject of a possible retardation of the rate 
of population ; and this is the opinion | 
which I have obtained from them :— 


“The Bishop of Ripon, in his letter to the | 
Dake of Devonshire, speaks also of a retro- 
gression or retardation of the increase of the 
population. This, however, is not so. At 
each census during the last ninety years there ! 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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has been a decennial increase of the population, 
varying from 11°6 to 18°0 per cent. At the 
last census, 1901, the increase was 12°2, com- 
ared with 11°7 at the preceding census, 
The population was over 3,500,000 more than 
in 1891. It is the fact that the birth-rate has 
declined during the last quarter of a century, 
but during the last five years there has been 
a tendency to a rise in the marriage-rate, and 
it remains to be seen whether this is arresting 
the fall in the birth-rate. There has, no doubt, 
been a growth of emigration from country to 
town, with the result that the increase of the 
town population has been much greater than 
the increase of the country population. The 
increase of the country populaticn, including 
urban districts with less than 5,000 inhabitants, 
during the last decennial period was just over 
3 per cent. It has been suggested that the 
number of children in the average family is 
decreasing, but there are no official statistics 
on this subject, and any statement upon it 
must be conjectural.” 


I quite admit that the right rev. Prelate 
has brought before our notice, at all 
events, many facts which are eminently 
worthy of consideration, and which may 
tend to modify in some degree the 
conclusion arrived at at the present time 
by the Department chiefly concerned, 
and they will, no doubt, form the subject 
of most careful inquiry by that Depart- 
ment. But it appears to me that, im- 
portant as that part of the question is, 
it is perhaps less important than the 
other branch of the subject which has 
been raised to-day. If the condition of 
a large part of our population is such as 
it has been described, and if this alleged 
deterioration is taking place in conse- 
quence of the increased numbers of the 
population who dwell in our towns, then 
it seems to me doubtful whether it can 
be an object which any of us desire that 
the population should go on increasing 
under conditions which, as it appears. 
are unfavourable to their health and 
physical development. It appears to me, 
also, a question whether the two branches 
of this inquiry can be satisfactorily con- 
ducted together, and whether it is not 
desirable that our attention should first 
be concentrated on the subject of the 
alleged deterioration of our population. 
As to that deterioration, the evidenc 
which has been referred to is chiefly that 


| obtained from the Report of the Inspector- 


General of Recruiting. 


He speaks of— 


“the gradual deterioration of the physique of 
the working classes, from which the bulk of 
the recruits must always be drawn,” 


and he goes on to say that in the reports 
from all the manufacturing districts stress 
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is invariably laid on the number of men 


rejected on account of bad teeth, flat feet, | 


and inferior physique. His statement of 
the way in which the working classes 
have deteriorated appears to be based 
solely on the reports of recruiting officers 
in these manufacturing districts, and 
must be, to a very large extent, a 
matter of personal observation and 
opinion. They are not, and I do 
not believe they can be, supported by 
any accurate statistics. 

Some reference has been made to the 
statistics contained in the Report of the 
Inspector-General of Recruiting showing 
the percentage of recruits rejected as 
unfit for military service on medical 
examination. Those Returns, however, 
appear to me to be absolutely inconclusive 
in regard to the question of deterioration 
of any large part of our population. 
There is one factor in the matter as to 
which no figures are given, and which yet 
seems to me to govern the whole question 
——that is to say, the number of recruits 
that are rejected by the recruiters before 
undergoing a medical examination at all. 
No attempt is made to give the number 
of these recruits, and the number of those 
rejected at the subsequent medical ex- 
amination must depend to a large extent 
on the care and stringency with which 
that preliminary examination has been 
conducted. If your Lordships look at 
the return of recruiting last year, you will 


see that entirely different results will be | 


obtained from the figures given, according 
you take 
three years. Beginning in 1898 
the percentage of rejections was 35; 
in 1899 it was 32°99; in 1900, 
27-4; in 1901, 29°04; in 1902, 32°22. 
It is quite impossible to suppose that 
those figures really throw any light on 
the physical condition of the population 
during those years. Whatever they may 
show, it is impossible to suppose that the 
physical condition of any part of the 
population varied in proportion to those 
figures. Those figures, and the conclusion 
ot the Inspector-General of Recruiting 
based upon them, have also been examined 
by the officials of the Local Government 
Board ; and, although I do not say that 
they are in a position to draw broad 
deductions from them, they are at least 
in as good a position to form their con- 
clusions upon them as the Inspector- 
General of Recruiting. They concur in 


as 


the view that there is no evidence of | 


{6 JuLy 1903} 


a period of five years. 


of Physical Health. 1350 


deterioration in the physique of the town 
working-classes in this country, but.rather 
that it has improved of recent years ; and 
that if a better class of men do not enlist 
it is because a more permanent and 
lucrative prospect is offered in civil life. 


I do not submit those conclusions as 
absolutely conclusive on the subject, 
but they do offer for our consideration 
another view of the question from that 
which has been presented by the noble 
Lords who have preceded me. But, my 
Lords, I do not think that it is at all 
necessary to prc.. that there is actual 
deterioration going on with respect to 
the physical condition of any class of the 
population. These figures do undoubtedly 
present for our consideration a question 
at the present moment which, whether 
it is better or worse than it has been in 
former years, is sufficiently grave and 
important to merit the fullest considera- 
tion and inquiry. The subject has been 
brought recently under the consideration 
of the Secretary of State for War. In 
a Minute by the Director-General of the 
Army Medical Department, Sir William 
Taylor, which I propose to lay on the 
Table, that officer says— 

“The rejection of one out of every three 
wen examined by the medical recruiting 
officer points clearly to poorness of recruiting 
material.” 

And this does not represent the whole of 
the physical unfitness among men who 
seek to become soldiers. A large number 
of men are rejected by the recruiting 
sergeants, and are never medically 
inspected. This is a condition of things 
which is serious, not only from the 
military point of view but from the 
industrial point of view. Another passage 
in the Minute I have mentioned says— 

“If these men are unfit for military service, 

what are they fit for?” 
And it states that the rising genera- 
tion in all classes below the artisan 
class includes a large number of men 
of very low physique. I trust that 
those conclusions may be to a certain 
extent exaggerated and extreme con- 
clusions. Looking to the very stringent 
requirements of such a profession as the 
military, and the high standard of 
physique which is necessary to make a 
really good soldier, it may be hoped 
that a very large proportion of these 
rejected candidates for enlistment are 
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not altogether unfitted for some useful 
employment in civil life. But un- 


doubtedly it is a serious fact that con-| 


siderably more than one in three of 
those who offer themselves for enlist- 
ment are pronounced medically unfit. 
That is a subject which deserves our 
most careful consideration. 


clusions which were arrived at by the 
Commissioners on Physical Training in 
Scotland. I do not understand that 
they arrived at any definite conclusion 
as to the deterioration or otherwise of 
any class of the population in Scotland. 
All they say is that— 

“There exists in Scotland an undeniable 
degeneration of individuals of the classes where 


” 


food and environment are defective.” 
This means, no doubt, not a degeneration 
as compared with the lower classes of 
previous years, but as compared with 


the less needy classes of the present | 


time. These questions have been 
brought, as I have said, under the atten- 
tion of the Secretary of State for War, 
and he is, and has been, in communica- 


tion with the Home Office and with | 


the Local Government Board upon them. 
Those Departments are all agreed 
that further inquiry of a complete 
and searching character is most necessary, 


and I think it is extremely likely that | 


the mode of inquiry which has been sug- 
gested, namely, the appointment of a 
Royal Commission, will be found to be 
the most desirable. 
posed to think that the immediate 
appointment of that Royal Commission 
would be most desirable. 


The general Report of the Registrar- 
General, and the decennial supplement, 


which are issued after every census, | 


are in course of preparation, but they 
have not yet been completed. Further, 


we consider that there would be no advan- | 


tage in appointing a Royal Commission 


until the scope of its inquiry and the | 


terms of reference had been made the 
subject of the most careful consideration. 
What my right hon. friends the Secretary 
of State for War and the Home Secretary 
propose to do is to consult upon these 
subjects, in the first instance the medical 
profession, through the Councils of the 
Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons. They 
propose to consult with them as to the 
best means of obtaining information, not 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 


I do not. 
think I can dwell much upon the con- | 


But we are not dis- | 


We are not | 
yet in possession of all the necessary facts. | 
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so much as to the extent, but—what 
‘appears to us much more important—as 
to the causes of this undoubted physical 
deficiency existing in some parts of the 
| population, and as to the best means of 
remedying these deficiencies, and of im- 
proving the national health and strength. 
We propose to consult these bodies as to 
whether, in the first place, the appoint- 
/ment of a Royal Commission would be 
| desirable; and, if so, what should be the 
| reference to it and what should be its 
composition. When these preliminary 
inquiries have been completed, I think 
that notime will be lost in taking further 
steps. As I have said, though I cannot 
promise the immediate appointment of a 

Royal Commission I think that may be 
found to be the most expedient course. 


THE Eart oF MANSFIELD: My 
Lords, 1 am sure your Lordships are all 
glad to hear from the noble Duke that 
some means of dealing with this subject 
are in prospect. Having been the 
Chairman of the Royal Commission 
which has been referred to in the course 
of this debate, | am somewhat disap- 
| pointed that the noble Duke has not 
made more allusion to Scotland in his 
speech, because, so far as I could learn, 
the Local Government Board, and the 
other authorities quoted, had reference 
mainly to England and not to the 
portion of the country with which this 
Report was concerned. And I may say 
that Iregret now, not as a Commissioner 
| but as a member of your Lordships’ 
| House, that this Commission did not 
extend its operations to a larger portion 
of the United Kingdom, because it 
strikes me that after all the welfare of 
|the rising generation is very much the 


/same, whether the children be Scottish 
children or English or Welsh children. 
I am disappointed also to find that 
something more is not going to be 
done immediately to inquire into this 
subject in other portions of the United 
|Kingdom. At the same time I am per- 
| fectly certain that what the Government 
| put their hand to they will carry out 
| properly, and I feel sure that any means 
that can be found to show, and to make 
| others in the country realise, the serious 
| state of matters that has been brought 


forward, will be adopted by His Majesty s 
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Government. The reason we were un- 
able to obtain more medical information 


as to the state of matters in the big. 


towns in Scotland was naturally one of 
Treasury consideratioa. We were only 
able to have certain children in:pected 
in Edinburgh and Aberdeen, and we 
would greatly have preferred to have 
included Glasgow in the scope of our 
investigations. 
this in our Report and to hint that at no 
distant date a similar investigation into 
the needs and conditions of the school 
children in Glasgow would not only be 
appropriate but almost anecessity. The 
medical evidence that we received was 
the best that we could obtain, and. 
although the number of children that 
were examined was not very large, still 
the results that were obtained were suffi- 
ciently alarming. I trust that some 
further inquiry will be made without 
loss of time, because this is more than a 
mere Scottish question or a mere British 
question—it is, as the right rev. Prelate 
said just now, a question of the most 
intense Imperial interest. Although 
His Majesty’s Government have, as we 
know, many important inquiries on at the 
present time, I consider that an inquiry 
into this matter is almost more important 
than any other. 


THe Eart oF LEVEN anp MEL- 
VILLE: My Lords, I would ask your 
Lordships’ permission to read a letter 
which deals in a very important way 
with this subject. In the north of 
Scotland the race had, perhaps, some of 
the finest specimens anywhere in the 
United Kingdom, but the deterioration 
that has taken place for many years has 
been very marked and rapid. [I hold in 
my hand a letter from a medical gentle- 
man who practises over a large extent of 
country in the north-east of Scotland— 
Dr. G. P. Hay, of Forres, who writes 





**T am sorry I cannot furnish you with any 
statistics on the deterioration of the physique 
of the people, but the facts are many and 
come under my daily notice. Children’s first 
teeth are, in a great many cases, decayed as 
they appear in the mouth, and, in many cases, 
the second teeth decay as fast as they appear. 
The health of young servant girls is much 
affected by the condition of their teeth, and 
their usefulness, as a consequence, is impaired. 
There are few who have not false teeth before 
they are twenty years of age. This class of 
gitls suffer greatly from bloodlessness. The 


‘cause of all this is, in my opinion, due to 


VOL. CXXIV. [FourtH Sexizs. } 
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We ventured to state. 
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the working class feeding principally on tea 


(boiled), wheaten bread, jams, and tinned 
food. There are very few houses in which 

rridge is made for this class, or milk taken 
y the children, and it is a great difficulty to 
get them to take it when ill. Many parents 
complain to me that the children have too 


| many home lessons, having to stay up late to 


finish them, and suffer in their health accord- 
ingly. All this tends to deteriorate the 
physique of the rising generation, and to 
injure their nervous system.” 

I merely give that as an instance of the 
deterioration that is going on in the 
north of Scotland, and I am glad that 
this important matter is receiving con- 
sideration. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BuRLEIGH): My 
Lords, I did not intend to intervene 
in this discussion, because I thought the 
noble Duke’s answer to the two interest- 
ing speeches which we heard first would 
have been sufficient for the position at 
which we have now arrived. But when 
the noble Earl behind me, who was 
Chairman of the Commission which | 
appointed a couple of years ago, spoke, 
I thought it desirable that I should 
assure him that at any rate those of us 
who are responsible for the administra- 
tion of Scotland in these matters are by 
no means ungrateful to him for the 
great trouble which he took in the 
inquiry, and for the successful results 
at which he arrived. But I think it 
right to point out that, after all, the 
exact reference which was put before 
his Commission dealt rather with the 
question of physical training. The 
point which has come out most pron:i- 
nently to-night—the alleged deterior:- 
tion of the population—arose under the 
inquiry of the noble Earl in a more 
or less accidental way. There is no 
doubt whatever that, upon the medical 
evidence put before the noble Lord's 
Commission, they did arrive at the con- 
clusion that there exists in Scotland an 
undeniable degeneration of individuals 
in places where food and environment 
are defective. Further than that I do 
not think the noble Earl himself would 
say that the inquiry, he was able to 
make into that branch of the subject, 
was in any way exhaustive or conclusive 
of any definite result. There was no 
idea of regarding the Scottish inquiry as 
in itself complete, but I do think the 
3A 
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noble Duke was right when he pointed 
out that, at any rate in the first 
instance, what was necessary for arriv- 
ing even at a preliminary result was a 
distinct detailed scientific inquiry by ex- 
pert medical men rather than by a Royal 
Commission who had no special training 
for the duty which might be laid upon 
them. The Commission over which the 
noble Earl presided noted certain causes 
as predisposing to physical degeneration. 
He mentioned bad housing and bad and 
insufficient nourishment. I am satisfied 
that we are in some danger in putting 
in this matter effect in place of cause, 
and cause in place of effect. I admit at 
once there is a case for further inquiry, 
but I am rather inclined to think that 
the cases that were inquired into under 
my noble friend’s auspices were those from 
which you all must certainly expect the 
very results which his Commissioners 
found to be existing. In other words, 
Lam not atall sure that it is not the 
fact that those who are weakly and who 
are going under in the struggle for 
life, are those who are unable to pro- 
vide their children with proper housing 
and with sufficient nourishment. My 
Lords, various suggestions have been 
made by the Commission over which the 
noble Earl presided, some of which can 
be further tested without waiting for 
the inquiry indicated by the noble 
Duke. There is, for instance, the matter 
of further medical inspection of children 
at school. Some large School Boards in 
Scotland are taking steps to place this 
inspection upon a scientificand proper basis. 
It will be our desire, as far as the Scottish 
Education Department is concerned, to 
encourage other School Boards to follow 
their example, and we hope that by these 
means we shal] obtain a truer estimate 
of the actual state of the school popula- 
tion than we have at the present time. 
There is also a Joint Commission of the 
Scottish Education Board and the Board 
of Education which has for this purpose 
to arrange for physical exercises suit- 
able for the various ages and various 
conditions of the children. The Earl of 
Meath was perfectly accurate when he 
said that unless these things were care- 
fully supervised they would do more 
harm than good. It is the opinion of 
the Scottish Department that much 
longer time should be devoted to physical 
training and recreation in schools than is 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


| LORDS} 
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done at the present time. How this 
may be made possible is a matter for 
consideration and inquiry, but I hope that 
the suggestions which have been made 
will encourage effort in this direction, and 
we are prepared to consider any applica- 
tion of this kind. I would not have risen 
at all had I not felt some apprehensions 
that the noble Earl thought the Commis- 
sions’ Report had not received attention, 
but I can assure him that the matters 
referred to therein have been brought to 
our notice, and that the inquiry over 
which he presided will bear good fruit in 
the future. 


*EarL STANHOPE: I trust the 
Government will pursue the inquiry, 
especially into the physical condition of 
the children of the working classes in 
those places like Glasgow where manu- 
facturing pursuits are followed and the 
conditions of life are hardest. 


The subject then dropped. 


GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bili reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


NAVAL CADETSHIPS. 

Tue Eart or CHESTERFIELD: My 
Lords, some two months ago a very 
interesting discussion arose in your 
Lordships House, through the noble 
Lord the Earl of Glasgow, upon the new 
naval scheme described in the Memo- 
randum issued by the noble Earl the 
First Lord of the Admiralty towards the 
close of last year. Amongst the many 
important charges brought about under 
cover of that Memorandum, one, I 
venture to think, of the most important 
is that which deals with the new system 
of cadetships for officers for the Royal 
Navy. In the first place, the age of 
entry has been reduced to between 
twelve and thirteen years, and, in the 
second place, competitive examination 
has been abolished. Now, as far as | 
know, the only system that exists is one 
of pure nomination by the First Lord of 
the Admiralty. Criticism has been 
passed, and Questions have been asked as 
to what guarantee the public has that out 
of the several hundreds of applicants the 
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wise and just selection. Speaking on 
this point the noble Earl the First Lord 
of the Admiralty used words to this 
effect, i.¢., his sole object would be to 
endeavour to get those boys who in the 
future would be likely to make the most | 
competent and efficient officers. He said 
that in making his selection he should 
know no other guide than this, and he 
used these words— 

‘*T have been thinking very carefully what 

steps I can take to obtain sure and efficient 
machinery for ascertaining which of the 
numerous boys who apply for the grant of | 
nomination will really make the most com- 
petent and efficient officers.” 
{ venture to ask the noble Earl 
if he can give the House any in- 
formation with respect to the grant of 
nomination for naval cadetships for the 
first examination under the new scheme 
of entry, and further if he has been able 
to discover any machinery for ascertaining 
which of the boys to whom he is about 
to give these nominations are likeiy | 
to make the most competent, the best, 
und the most efficient officers. 


*THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBorNe): My 
Lords, the problem which confronted me 
on the reduction of the age of entry to the 
Navy from what it wasto the present limit 
of between twelve and thirteen is this— 
how, without resorting to competitive ex- 
amination, even in a limited form, to 
make certain that I selected from among 
the very numerous applicants those boys 
who would in the future make the best 
naval officers. After thinking the matter 
over a long time I resorted to the follow- 
ing scheme. I appointed a Committee, 
over which Admiral Sir John Fisher 
presided. He had three colleagues : 
Commander Hyde Parker, now serving 
in the “ Britannia,” Mr. Ashford, science 
master of Harrow and the selected head- 
master for the Royal Naval College at 
Osborne, and Mr. Baddeley of the Civil 
Service, who, as my private secretary, | 
has had great experience in this matter. | 
I laid before this Committee all the in- | 
formation I possessed in respect of all | 
the applicants for nomination who had | 
applied to me, and gave them leave to | 
take any steps that were open to them | 
to seek more information. Among other | 
things they gave the opportunity to 
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wished about the respective qualifications 
of the boys who were going up from 
his school. Out of a total number of 
between 350 and 360 boys I eliminated 
a few—some 20 to 25 who had only 
applied for one or two branches of the 
service. In respect of the remaining 
325, who had all entered for all three 
branches, I invited all of them, with- 
out distinction, to appear before this 
Committee. The work of the Committee 
extended into three weeks, and each 
of the boys who responded to the 
invitation was seen separately by the 
Committee in an informal interview 
which lasted a quarter of an hour or 
twenty minutes in each ease. I said to 
the Committee: “ Do not make any at- 
tempt to find out what the boy’s know- 
ledge is or his standard of education. All 
I want is for you to report to me 


generally as to his intelligence and his 


suitability for the naval service.” Now, 
I think I may say safely that the experi- 
ment has been most successful. I asked 
Professor Ewing, the new Director of 
Naval Education, who is not a member 


of the Committee, to attend the meetings 


frequently and to report whether he 
thought this was a satisfactory process 
of arriving at a fair estimate of the boys’ 
comparative intelligence and suitability 
for the Service. Professor Ewing says— 


* Although I have not been a member of 
the Committee before whom the boy candi- 
dates for nomination have ey I have 
watched the proceedings of the Committee 
pretty closely, being anxious to see how far 
this system of informal examination has proved 
effective. It appears to me to have worked 
exceedingly well. What the Committee has 
done is to make the boys talk, and, by putting 
questions of the most various kinds, to see 
whether they are observant and intelligent. 
It speaks well for their method of inspection, 
that after a few minutes’ talk with each boy 
the Committee have been practically unant- 
mous in their classification of him, and 
this although the four members of the Com- 


| mittee are men of very different habits of 


mind. After watching the system at work, I 


| think that probably any group of reasonable 
'men with equally various qualifications and 


experience, questioning the boys in the same 
informal way, would form substantially the 
same judgment on each.” 


Now with this report before me which, 
of course, is a private report to myself, 
I have made my nominations. | wish ex- 
pressly to have it understood that | 
alone am responsible to Parliament for 
the nominations, and I have only de- 


every schoolmaster to say anything he | scribed what I have donein the matter 
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in order that Parliament may see that I 
have taken such steps as have been open 


to me to find a better method than com- 
petitive examination for the selection of 


Preferential and 


the most suitable boys for His Majesty’s | 


naval service. All the boys to whom | 
have given a nomination will now have 


to pass a medical and qualifying examina- | formation, 


tion. If they pass the qualifying ex- 
amination they will pass into the Royal 
Naval College ;if they do not pass, they 
will never have another chance. I 
certainly intend on a future occasion to 
apply the same method, but I shall 
always take care that the names of the 
Committee are not published or known 
in advance. I shall have no hesitation 
in stating afterwards whothe gentlemen 
were, but I intend to change them on 
each occasion and never to let the names 
be known beforehand. I think I may 
fairly say that this method appears likely 
t prove a real success. 


The subject then dropped. 


PREFERENTIAL AND RETALIATORY 

DUTIES. 

*Lorp WELBY : My Lords, I rise to ask 

the Lord President of the Council 
whether the Government in the course 
of their inquiries into the results of free 
trade will collect information as to the 
administration of preferential and reta!ia- 
tory duties under the system of protec- 
tion which reigned up to 1842, and as to 
any difficulties or disadvantages to trade 
which attended that administration, and, 
if so, whether they will have the infor- 
mation reduced to a form in which it 
can be laid b.fore the public. In offer- 
ing a few remarks I wish to 
avoid any controversial aspects of the 
question and to confine myself entirely 
to the business view, but I think you will 
admit that my Question has a very im- 
portant bearing upen the fiscal policy that 
has been brought before the country. 
The fact is that no country, or very few 
countries, have had such long experience 
of preferential and retaliatory duties as 
those under which thiscountry was govern- 
ed between 1815 and 1842. Of course, the 
system of protection existed a long time 
before 1815; but the period between 
1815 and 1842 was one of complete peace, 
and during that time the country was 
entirely subject to preferential and _ re- 
taliatory tariffs. That being so, and 

The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 
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seeing that a great revolution in our 
fiscal system is about to be instituted, it 
would be a breach of duty if the 
Government does not avail itself of the 
information which may be gathered in 
order to utilise it when this great subject 


Retaliatory Duties, 


is under our consideration. The in- 
no doubt, is somewhat 
difficult to get. A long time has elapsed 


since the reign of preferential duties. All 
the people who were connected with the ad- 
ministration of those duties have long since 
passed away, but, at the same time, in- 
formation on the subject can be obtained 
by Government, whichisthe only authority 
to properly obtain it. I have some recol- 
lection of these matters. When I first 
entered the Treasury between forty and 
fifty years ago, the reign of protection 
was not entirelyover. A very large num- 
ber of duties were still in force which 
were of a protective nature. I was the 
private secretary to the Financial Secre- 
tary of the Treasury during the prepara- 
tion of the Budget of 1860 and the 
discussions which followed, and have the 
most vivid recollection of the labours 
which my chief had at that time. I 
heard much of the complaints and 
remonstrances from the _ protected 
interests from which protection was being 
swept away. The result left on my mind 
from that recollection, and also from what 
I learnt from my seniors in office, has 
been the extreme difficulty that was 
experienced in the administration of pre- 
ferential and retaliatory duties while 
they were in full swing, the anomalies of 
the system, the injury protection duties 
caused to large trading interests, and the 
unjust preference they gave to a small 
class of traders. 


Protection ruled from 1815 to 1842, 
and I want to draw the attention of the 
Government to the point on which I 
think useful information can be collected. 
From 1815 to 1860. there were three 
periods of relaxation from or abolition 
of protective duties. The first was under 
Huskisson from 1824 to 1826, the 
second was in the time of Sir Robert 
Peel from 1842 to 1846, and finally 
there were the Budgets, 1853 to 1860. 
I want to suggest to His Majesty's 
Government that a Return should be 
prepared of all the pre‘erential and 
retaliatory duties that were relaxed or 
abolished at that time. This Return 
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should state the amount of preterential 
duties accorded to the colonies, and the 
amount of retaliatory duties imposed on 
foreign countries. It should also give 
the receipts under those duties and the 
quantities of articles protected which 
had been imported some years before the 
change and some years after the change. 
I think if a Return of that kind 
were presented it would cover practi- 
cally the field of the inquiry which is now 
being instituted, and it would also cover 
the whole field which lies before the 
Government and the coun ry when they 
have to choose—if it be the decision of 
the Government — what preferential 
duties should be imposed in the future. 
But that would only be the first part 
of the Return. The second part shoul | 
include a careful research into the num- 
ber of Committees that sat from 1820 to 
1840. They are not a very large 
number but I am sure that in their pro- 
ceedings the Government would be able 
to find a great deal of information from 
the witnesses that appeared, bearing upon 
the results of the administration of pre- 
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ferential duties, and the difficulties and | 


anomalies they produced. There is one 
particular Committee, the Report of 
which I should like to see republished 
and circulated, i.e., the Committee on 
Import Duties which sat in 1840. The 
Report that that Committee returned to 
the House of Commons is one of the 
most interesting documents bearing 
upon this question. There was also the 
Committee on Silk Duties, and that 
which sat on Timber Duties, and no 
doubt there are others to which refer- 
ence might with advantage be made. 
In nearly every one of these Committees 
there was examined one of the most 
accomplished and able civil servants ever 
in the service of the Crown, i.¢., Mr. 
James Deacon Hume, the mentor of 
Huskisson, the adviser of Sir Robert 
Peel on commercial questions. Of 
course, in addition, a large amount of 
information may be gathered from the 
speeches of Ministers who proposed re- 
ductions in tariffs, and the information 
so obtained may very effectively be put 
in the form of a Memorandum and 
attached to the Return for which 
1 ask. 

Now, to show why I think such in- 
formation would be very useful, I 
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venture to refer your Lordships to 
one or two instances of the anomalies 
and difficulties that have arisen in 
the administration of these preferential 
duties and retaliatory tariffs. First 
of all, I will refer to the Return 
attached to the Committee on Iniports. 
There is a Paper of all duties which 
involved protection. .It classifies them 
in three heads. Those duties appl:ed to 
nearly every object necessary to the 
existence and comfort of the community, 
That, I think, would show the field over 
which the preferential and retaliatory 
tariffs of those days ranged. I will 
further call attention to one or two 
instances, and will first take the duty 
on coffee. In those days the coffee duty 
was 6d. in the lb. in the case of colonial 
coffee, ls. 3d. in the lb. on foreign 
coffee, and an intermediate duty of 9d. 
if the coffee came from the Cape of 
Good Hope and from East of the Cape. 
The result of the working of that duty 
was that it actually paid the importers 
from Hamburg and the Continent to 
send the coffee to the Cape of Good 
Hope in order to bring it back and land 
it here at a duty of 9d. per lb. It was 
reckoned that the extra charges oi 
freight of that junketing journey were 
14d. per lb., which had to be added to 
the intermediate duty of 9d. IJ ask 
your Lordships to consider what an 
absurdity that administration was reduced 
to. In addition to the duty which the 
Legislature thought desirable to impose 
upon coffee, it was found profitable and 
legal to send coffee several thousands of 
miles across the sea, with all the loss of the 
interest on the money concerned, and 
bearing the numerous charges of freight 
insurance and shipment in order to sell 
it here in London. Another very 
important case which the Government 
will have to consider, if effect is given 
to the policy suggested, is that of 
wool. In 1841 the duty was ld, per 
Ib. on foreign wool, and in that 
year we consumed 42,000,000 Ibs. of 
foreign wool, 15,000,000 lbs. of colonial 
wool, and 92,000,000 lbs. of our own. 
It was calculated by Mr. James Wilson, 
the eminent economist who conducted the 
Economist newspaper, afterwards one of 
the most able Secretaries of the Treasury, 
that the extra charge on the raw material 
by this system of duty amounted to 
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between £500,000 and £600,000, the 
value of our exported woollen goods 
being between £5,000,000 and £6,000,000, 
so that the duty amounted to a duty of 
10 per cent. on the raw material as com- 
pared with the finished article. Truly, 
for a Legislature trying to safeguard the 
interests of trade and promote manufac- 
ture, a stranger method of effecting that 
object could not have been resorted to. 
Passing to the duties on silk, it had 
been the intention of Parliament to give 
all round a general protection of 30 per 
cent. on silk. Ministers in Parliament, 
when the duties were subsequently 
reduced, had to confess that in the 
carrying out of the administration of 
those reduced duties, by blunder or by 
intention, instead of protection ranging 
around 30 per cent., it ranged from 
30 to 250 per cent. 


I will pass on to the case of timber, 
and the singular history of the timber 
duty may not be known to your 
Lordships. In 1810, when Napoleon 
was organising the Northern Federation, 
there were great fears in England that 
the whole of the timber trade would be 
put an end to—our chief source of supply 
being Northern Europe. I[n order to 
secure a supply of timber, very strong 
encouragement was given to ships to 
bring timber from Canada by levying 
a duty of 55s. a load upon foreign 
timber. In 1815, when the war came to 
an end, that duty also should have come 
to an end, but it did not, and in 1820 a 
Committee of the House of Commons, 
which sat to inquire into the question, 
reported that no pledge had been given 
as to the continuance of this duty. A 
Government witness said he could not 
see why timber in this country should 
be made dearer for all time to the con- 
sumer because of the Copenhagen Expedi- 
tion. But it did last for a very long 
time, and timber consumers for a very 
long time were condemned to pay larger 
prices in consequence of that expedition. 
Before the Committee which sat in 1835 a 
calculation was made that at that time we 
imported 1,000,000 loads of timber;600,000 
loads came from our own colonies, and 
400,000 came from foreign countries. 
The result of that was that the duty 
received from timber was £1,400,000, 
but the price of timber, which was one 
of the main articles of our manufacture 


and trade, was raised not by £1,400,000 | 


Lord Welby. 
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but by £2,750,000, the difference of 
£1,350,000 going into the pockets of the 
colonial timber producer. And perhaps 
in connection with that, as an instance 
of the way in which those duties were 
administered, I may refer toa speech made 
by Sir Robert Peel in 1842. He said that 
for a long time mahogany, being foreign 
wood, had been taxed 55s. a load, and if 
brought into England the cost and duty 
were so high that it did not pay English 
furniture makers to use mahogany. It 
was then exported under drawback to the 
Continent and made up in furniture shops 
of France, Belgium, and Germany and 
then brought back into this country, the 
unfortunate consumer paying 20 per cent. 
duty on it. Thus a wise legislature kept 
all furniture making from mahogany out 
of the country when it might have usefully 
employed a number of furniture makers 
here. Then again, take the case of foreign 
copper. It was allowed to be brought 
into England and to be smelted here, 
but it was not allowed to be made into 
bolts. Our shipbuilders had to send it 
to foreign parts to be made into bolts and 
we had to get the bolts from the foreigner 
unless we could obtain the supply in our 
own country. Take another instance. 
Mr. James Wilson calculated in 1844 
that the sugar and wheat duties took 
out of the pockets of the consuming 
classes in England £18,000,000 in addi- 
tion to the amount of the duty. Com- 
ment was made at that time that the 
sum taken out of the pockets of the 
consumer in addition to the duty would 
have paid once and a half over, the whole 
taxation of the country. 


I have said enough to show how 
necessary it is there should be some 
inquiry into the history of these 
preferential tariffs from which | have 
only culled a few instances. There 


‘can be very little doubt indeed that the 


Legislature of that date never contem- 
plated such absurdities as these to which 
[ have called attention. The Ministers 
and their officials did not understand 
the questions with which they were deal- 
ing, and these anomalies were in essence 
the results of legislative blunders. Un- 
luckily those blunders had a habit of 


/remaining a long time on the Statute- 


book and were only removed when some 
greater man of the day had his attention 
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called to them and swept the whole | the sources from which such information 
system away. But if we are going! can be best obtained. The noble Lord 


to undertake again such a 
of preferential or retaliatory duties what | 
guarantee have we that some of the. 
blunders will not recur? In those days | 
the Ministers and officials were as able | 
ag our men of to-day, but they fell into 
these errors, and is there any security | 
whatever that when we enter upon this 
dangerous course the blunders will not 
be repeated ? 
corn duty the Prime Minister said 
recently that he had not realised its 


Only in the case of the’ 


effect upon the stuffs brought in for. 


cattle food. The Chancellor of the 


Exchequer has stated that in the negotia- | 


tions of the Treasury with the millers 
protection was afforded which was not 


intended to be afforded. Therefore, I | 


venture to point out that already we 
have seen that there may be mistakes 


in dealing with this one duty, and 1} 


cannot help thinking there is a danger 
of greater mistakes being made if and 
whenever a general scheme of preferential 
duties is enacted. The instances I have 
given you are only instances, but they are 
nearly all founded upon 
authority. 
to accept them as infallible, but I say they 
do show what very dangerous ground we 
are treading upon, and I venture to 
impress upon your Lordships that it is 
the duty of the Government and of 
Parliament to see that full information 
on these duties is obtained, that the 
Government make it clear that they 
really understand what it 


are about, and further I venture to 
hope that no mandate will be 
asked from the electors until such 


information has been put before them, 
so as to make it perfectly clear that 
they understand the new policy which 
they are asked to substitute for the old. 


system | has indicated the nature of the Return, 


which he would like to ask for ; and if he 
will either move for that Return or com- 
municate privately either with myself 
or, as perhaps would be better, with the 
Treasury, we will endeavour to see 
whether the information he asks for 
could not be prepared. I suspect there 
is one part of the Return indicated by 
the noble Lord which might be regarded 
as forming a new and perhaps rather 
inconvenient precedent. I could not 
very well hear the noble Lord, but I 
think he said that speeches in Parliament 
which would throw a great deal of light 
on the subject might be summarised. 
I am afraid some objection might be 
taken to the production of a condensed 
summary, even of debates which had 


taken place so many as fifty years ago. 


responsible | 
I do not ask your Lordships | 


is they | 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: My | 


Lords, I quite agree with the noble 
Lord that it is extremely desirable that 
some information should be laid before 
Parliament, and through Parliament 
before the country, as to the history of 
our own experience of preferential and 
retaliatory tariffs. I am quite sure that | 


there is no one who is more qualified 
than the noble Lord himself to indicate | 


We might have some difficulty in 
supplying that part of the Return. But 
any ‘information as to the nature of 
the duties, which then obtained, and as 
to correspondence which related to those 
duties we shall be happy, I am sure, to 
produce as far as we can. I may 
mention that I have already com- 
municated with the Treasury on this 
subject and they have expressed their 
willingness to provide information as 
far as they can, and have also suggested 
that a great deal of information on the 
subject would be found in the Report of 
Mr. Joseph Hume’s Select Committee in 
1840 on Import Duties, a Report with 
which I think the noble Lord is 
familiar. If he will communicate with 
the Government—either through myself 
or the Treasury—we shall be happy to 
give what information we can. 


Lorp WELBY: I beg to thank the 
noble Duke for his answer. I never 
intended that a summary of the speeches 
of the statesmen to whom I alluded 
should be prepared, but in most of these 


_ speeches there are illustrations of these 





effects and anomalies to which I have 
called attention, and I think these 
might with great advantage be selected 
from their speeches and collected as 
evidence. That would not take very 
long and this evidence, coming as it does 
from Chancellors of the Exchequer and 
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other responsible Ministers of the 
Crown, would be evidence upon which 
the Government and the country might 
rely. 


Private 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Seven o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 6th July, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—West Bromwich Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]; Lochnell Estate 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz. :—Bangor Corporation 
Bill Dowie Gosport and Fareham 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; South Eastern 
nd London, Chatham and _ Dover 
Railways Bill [Lords]; Manchester Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 
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(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill | Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second. 


time to-morrow. 


Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


Strabane and Letterkenny Railway 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 
Bill. 


Gateshead Corporation As: 


amended, considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(J/r. 
Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


Hexham Gas Bill [Lords]; Kingston- 
upon-Hull Corporation Bill; Nantwich 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; 
Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navigation 
Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


Sheffield Corporation Bill. As amended, 
considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. [New Title. | 


Torquay Corporation Water Bill 
[Lords]. As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time. 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill 
[Lords]; Chatham and District Light 
Railways Bill [Lords]: Maryport Har- 
bour 


Bill [Lords]; Mid Yorkshire 





a 
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Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Salford Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords]. 
and committed. 


Returns, 


Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill (by 
Order). Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time to-morrow. 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed. 
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Read a second time, | 


| waterworks; to 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Lanark- | 
shire and Dumbartonshire Railway Bill, | 
without Amendment. 

West Cumberland Electric Tramways | 
Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have pa-sed a Bill, intituled, | 
“ An Act to provide for the constitution 
ot Bishopries of Southwark and Birming- 
ham, and for matters incidental thereto.” | 
[Bishoprics of Southwark and Birming- 
ham Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to 
confer power on the Scottish Ontario 
and Manitoba Land Company, Limited, 
for the repayment and reduction of their 
capital; and for other purposes.” 
[Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company Bill (Lords). ] 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
enable money to be raised or secured 
upon the Pentillie Estate in the county 
ot Cornwall devised by the will of 
Augustus Coryton, esquire, deceased.” | 
[Pentillie Estate Bill (Lords). ] 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘An Act to. 
empower the South Western and Isle of | 
Wight Junction Railway Company to | 
construct a railway and a pier; to raise 
additional capital ; to enter into working | 
agreements with the London and South | 
Western Railway Company; and for 
other purposes.” {South Western and 
Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill 
(Lords). } 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to empower the Bury and District Joint 
Water Board to construct additional 
repeal and amend 
enactments relating to the Water Under- 
taking of the Board; and for other 
purposes.”” [Bury and District Joint 
Water Board Bill (Lords.)] 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company Bill [Lords]; Pentillie Estate 
Bill |Lords] ; South Western and Isle of 
Wight Junction Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Bury and District Joint Water Board 


Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COMPEN- 
SATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petition from Banbury, against ; to lie 

upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Hackney, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME. 


Petition from Baildon, for adoption : 
to lie upon the Table. 


SEA-TROUT FISHINGS IN ORKNEY. 
Petition of the County Council of 
Orkney, for inquiry; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA(LIABILITY FOR INCREASE 
IN BRITISH SOLDIERS’ PAY). 
Return [presented 2nd July] to be 
printed. [No. 237.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Regulations for the 
Instruction and Trainingof Pupil Teachers 
and Students in Training Colleges [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Minute of the Board 
of Education, dated 6th July, 1903, 
withdrawing Article 102 and Articles 111 
to 129, inclusive, of the Provisional Code, 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Secondary Schools(from 1st August, 1903, 
to 31st July, 1904) [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Evening Schools, Technical Institutions, 
and Schools of Art and Art Classes, from 


Ist August, 1903, to 31st July, 1904 [by | 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 22nd June, 1903, granting to Mr. 
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| Board of Officers assembled to report 
upon certain Supplies of Meat and Vege- 
table Rations at Pretoria considered to be 
unfit for issue [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY EXPENDITURE. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 31st March—sSir John Colomb] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 238.] 





ROYAL GARRISON REGIMENTS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
|[Address 30th April—Mr. Churchill] ; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 239.] 


| IRON AND STEEL, 1901. 

| Return presented, relative thereto 
| {ordered 3rd July—Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 

| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 240.] 


M. J. O'Callaghan, late Clerk of the | 


Second Division, in the Department of 
Public Works, Ireland, a Retired Allow- 


ance under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon | 


the Table. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 

Copy presented, of Regulation, dated 
Ist July, 1903, made by the Treasury, 
under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
for the year 1902 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. ' 


METROPOLITAN WATER STOCK 
REGULATIONS, 1903. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Local Government Board prescribing 
Regulations with respect to the creation, 


issue, transfer, dealing with, and redemp. | 
tion of any Metropolitan Water Stock 


which the Metropolitan Water Board 
create under The Metropolis Water Act, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 
Copy presented, of Letter from General 


TRAMWAYS AND LIGHT RAILWAYS 
(STREET AND ROAD). 

Return ordered, “ of Street and Road 
Tramways and Light Railways author- 
|ised by Act or Order, showing the 

amount of capital authorised, paid up, 
and expended ; the length of line author- 
ised, and the length open for the 
, public conveyance of passengers, down 
| to the 30th day of June, 1903; the gross 
receipts, working expenditure, and net 
receipts ; the number of passengers con- 
| veyed, andthe number of miles run by 
cars, during the year ended the 30th 
day of Juhe, 1903 ; together with the 
number of horses, engines, and cars at 
that date (in continuation and extension 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 307, of 
Session 1902),”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
(CONTRACTS. ) 

Return ordered, “of all Contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manu- 
factured articles by the several Govern- 
ment Departments in the year ending 
the 31st day of March, 1903, either with 
| contractors outside the United Kingdom 
or with contractors or agents who obtain 
| the articles from abroad (in continua- 














‘Officer Commanding the Forces in South | tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 304, 
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PROBATION OF FIRST OFFENDERS. 
Address for “Return of the number 

of cases within the Metropolitan Police 

District, the West Riding of Yorkshire, 

Lancashire, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, 

and Durham, in which persons convicted 

of first offences have, by reason of their 
youth or the trivial nature of the offence, 


» been released under recognisances on 


probation of good conduct in the years 
1900, 1901, and 1902, under The Pro- 
bation of First Offenders Act, 1887; 
and of the number of cases in which 
such persons have been called upon to 
appear to receive judgment, or are 
known to have been subsequently con- 
victed of a fresh offence (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 348, of 
Session 1900).”—(Sir Howard Vincent.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Alien Immigration Returns. 


Sim HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 


Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he will state in what 
respect the Returns of Aliens arriving 
in this country laid every month upon 
the Table are not strictly accurate ; and 
if he can inform the House from what 


source the figures are derived, and if 


there is any penalty for a false Return ; 
and further, to what classes of persons 
the Returns apply, and in the case of 
the aliens arriving at Newhaven how 
the information is obtained. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
not aware of any particular in which 
the Returns of Aliens are inaccurate, | 
and every endeavour is made to secure, 
their accuracy. The figures are derived | 
from lists of alien passengers furnished 
to the Customs authorities by masters of | 
vessels arriving from European purts at 
the twenty-nine ports in this country 
of which the hon. and gallant Member 
will find a list in the monthly Return 
laid before the House. The lists obtained | 
at five of these ports which are specified | 
in the Return are exclusive of saloon 
passengers. A pena!ty for a false Return 
is provided by Section 2 of the Act 6, , 
William 4, cap. xi., under which the | 


{6 JuLY 1903} 


Returns are collected. The information | 
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is obtained at Newhaven, as at other 
ports, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Act. 


Trade Returns. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if. 
having regard to the importance of 
having the trade statistics for 1902 
available as quickly as possible, the issue 
of the statistical abstract can be some 
what expedited in view of the fiscal dis- 


| cussion now in progress. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Every 
effort will be made to publish the 
statistical abstract at as carly a date as 
possible, but it cannot be issued until 
the necessary data are available. Mean- 
while the hon. and gallant Member will 
find figures relating to the trade of 1902 
in the Monthly Accounts of Trade and 


| Navigation for December last. 


British Exports for 1902. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if 
he can state what proportion of the 
British exports for 1902 consisted of 
goods manufactured in the United 
Kingdom, of coal and other raw material 
for industrial competition, of ships and 
machinery; and what was the total 
value in each of these three classes taken 
by British colonies and dependencies 
and by foreign countries respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Of the 
total value of the exports of British pro- 
duce in 1902, 74 per cent. was accounted 
for by manufactured and partly manu- 
factured articles, exclusive of ships and 
machinery; 9 per cent. by ships and 
machinery; and 11 per cent. by 
raw materials. The total values of 
the exports of these three classes 
taken by British possessions and foreign 
countries, respectively, were — Manu- 
factured articles, exclusive of ships and 
machinery: to foreign countries, 
£120,000,000; to British possessions, 
£89,400,000. Ships and machinery : 
to foreign countries, £16,100,000; to 


British possessions, £8,500,000. Raw 


materials: to foreign countries, 
£28,900,000 ; to British possessions, 
£2,500,000. 
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Questions 
(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) From 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | the provisions of the Bill recently sub- 
Hamlets, Poplar): To ask the Secretary | mitted to the Chamber of Deputies 
to the Board of Trade what were the | it appears that foreigners of more than 
total imports of foreign goods into |one year’s residence, whether they have 
Australia, New Zealand, Canada, New- | real estate in France or not, will have to 


foundland, the Cape, and Natal, respec- 
tively, in the last completed year for 
which figures are available, and how 
much of these respective imports con- 
sisted of manufactured goods. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
total imports of foreign goods into 
Australia, New Zealand, Canada, New- 
foundland, the Cape, and Natal, respec- 
tively, in the year 1901, the last for 


| perty or establishments. 


| pay on their entire income, whether de- 
| rived from France or from other countries. . 


Foreigners not residing in France but 
possessing there landed property or agri- 


‘cultural, commercial, or industrial estab- 
lishments are apparently subject to 


income tax only in respect of such pro- 
The law is, 


| however, not to take effect till the next 


year but one after the date of its enact- 


| ment. 


which there are complete Returns, were | 
as follows: Australia, £12,438,000; New | 


Zealand, £2,018,000 ; Canada (for year 
ended 30th June, 1902), £32,527,000 ; 
Newfoundland (for year ended 30th June, 
1902), £572,000 ; the Cape, £4,418,000 ; 
Natal, £1,601,000. The colonial Returns 
do not distinguish manufactured from 
other goods. 


Duty on and Price of Wheat in Germany. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
‘Trade what is the duty per quarter upon 
wheat charged upon entry into Germany ; 
and what is the present price of wheat 
in Germany compared, with the price of 
the same quality in Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 


Customs duty leviable in Germany on | 


imported wheat is at the rate of 3 mks. 


50 pfgs. per 100 kilogs., equal to 7s. 74d. | 


per quarter. The average price of wheat 
on the Ist July, at the nine German 
markets, for which particulars are quoted 
in the Leichsunzeiger for the 2nd July, 
was 35s. 6d. per quarter. The average 
Gazette price of British wheat in England 
and Wales for the week ended 27th June 
was 27s. 6d. per quarter. 


Income Tax in France. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if foreigners having real estate in 
France will be subject to the income 
tax recently imposed upon the full 
amount of their incomes, or if only upon 
such income as is derived from property 
in France. 


Great Britain and Belgium—Maritime 
Law. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, with regard to the draft treaties 
relating to the law of collision and 
salvage at sea, based on suggestions 
made at conferences of shipowners, 
lawyers, underwriters, and merchants 
organised by the Comité Maritime Inter- 
national at Antwerp, 1898, London, 
1899, Paris, 1900, and Hamburg, 1902, 
received from the Belgian Government, 
and the suggestion that these draft 
treaties should be submitted to a diplo- 
matic conference for consideration, if he 
will state what action is to be taken by 
the Government; and what reply has 
been made to the Belgian Government. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
Belgian Government have been informed 
that it has long been the settled policy 
of His Majesty’s Government not to be 
officially represented at such conferences, 
the decisions of which, if they were re- 
presented thereon, might possibly be 
regarded as tosome extent placing them 
under an obligation to alter or modify 
the existing maritime law of this country. 


Admiralty Gifts of Stone for Church 
Building. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) : To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what is the amount and value of the 
stone recently given to build a church 
at Pembroke Dock ; by what authority 
it was given; and whether similar con- 
tributions will in future be given towards 
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the building of Nonconformist places of 
worship in the town proportionately, 
according tothe numbers of the respec- 
tive congregations. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 


amount of the stone cannot now be} 


stated accurately. It was part of the 


material arising from the demolition of | 


an old battery. The stone was valued 
at £60, and that amount was charged 
to the Vote liable for grants to religious 


institutions by authority of the Board of | 


Admiralty. The building was a mission 


church for a district mainly inhabited | 
Applications | 


by dockyard employees. 
for grants of this character for churches 
or for Nonconformist places of worship 
are considered equally on their merits. 


Foreign Imports into India. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: To ask 
the Secretary of State for India what 
was the total import of foreign goods 


into India in the last completed year for | 


which figures are available, and how 
much of these imports consisted of 
manufactured goods. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Humilton.) The total imports of private 
merchandise from foreign countries into 
Indiain 1901-2 amountedto£14,984,934, 
of which £7,432,427 represented articles 
wholly or partially manufactured. 


Factories and Workshops—Fire 
Precautions. 


Department if 
expediency of introducing legislation such 
as will bring within the scope of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
premises such as those in Queen Victoria 
Street, the scene of a recent fire which 
was attended with the loss of life of 
some of ihe workers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Ido not think that it would 
be expedient to bring within the Factory 
and Workshop Act, for the purposes of 
the provisions relating to means of 
escape from fire, buildings which would 
not be either factories or workshops for 
any other purpose of the Act. 
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Underground Kitchens. 
| Mr. KEIR HARDIE(MerthyrTydvil) : 
|To ask the Secretary of State for the 
| Home Department whether he purposes 
| introducing this session such > ag a 
as will place underground kitchens in 
hotels and restaurants and other refresh- 
/ment houses under the same conditions 


'as already apply to underground bake- 
houses in view of the report made by 
Dr. Collingridge, the medical officer of 
health to the City of London, showing 
that there are 135 underground 
kitchens in London which are unfit for 
the purpose of cooking food. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Iam advised that the kitchens 
of restaurants are “ work-places” within 
the meaning of the Public Health Acts 
and Section 2 of the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, and therefore local 
authorities, including the Court of Com- 
mon Council for the City of London, to 
whom, if I understand aright, the report 
mentioned in the Question was made, 
have considerable powers for the enforce- 
ment of sanitation in such places. [arm 
not prepared to introduce legislation 
applying to these kitchens the provisions 
of Section 101 of the Act of 1901, which 
I understand to be the hon. Member's 
suggestion. 


Vivisection—Consecutive Experiments on 
the same A . 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, is there 


| any limit to the number of consecutive 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home | 
he will consider the’ 


operations that may be performed on the 
same dog under the Act 39 and 40 Vic., 
c. 77, as administered by the Home 
Office 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The Act imposes no such 
limit, but it is within the power of the 
Secretary of State to impose one, if 
thought necessary, by conditionsattached 


to the licence. 


Post Office Sorters and Official Papers. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General if he will 
explain why the privilege accorded to 
telegraphists of perusing official papers 
concerning their personal character is 


, withheld from sorters. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 
I am not certain to what official papers | 
the hon. Member refers ; but as regards 
papers relating to questions of discipline, 
the practice prevailing in the Department 
is as stated in the Report of the Tweed- 
mouth Committee: “We understand 
that, before punishment of an officer, the | 
precise nature of the charge brought | 
against him is explained to him in writ- 
ing, and that he is allowed to make, on 
his own behalf, a written explanation. 
This rule which secures officers against | 
unjust treatment should be strictly ad- 
hered to. More than once a claim has 
also been made that officers should have 
the right to see all confidential reports 
made on their conduct. The admission 
of this claim would, we consider, be 
detrimental to the control exercised by 
superior officers.” So far as I am aware, 
no privilege has been accorded to tele- 
graphists which is withheld from sorters. 
But the extent of the official cor- 
respondence which can be shown to the 
officers must, of course, vary with the 
circumstances of the case. 


Overtime Payments to Postmen for 
Increased Rounds. 


Mr. FREEMAN THOMAS (Hastings): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether, 
in the event of a postman’s walk having 
increased in consequence of building and 
other causes, and his time having ex- 
ceeded the recognised eight-hour day 
enough to cause a revision of his walk, 
payment would be made to him for the 
overtime worked continuously prior to 
the revision. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
As soon as a postman’s attendance ex- 
ceeds the proper limit, his duty should 
be reduced; and if any postman is in 
this position he should apply to his | 
postmaster on the matter. | 


Rural Postmen. 


Mr. FREEMAN THOMAS: To ask | 
the Postmaster - General what distance 
per day has a rural postman to walk 
to entitle him to be classed as a full-time | 
man. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The distance a rural postman has to walk | 
in order to be classed as a full-time man | 
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Questions. 
varies according to circumstances, and it 


is not possible to give any general 
answer on the subject. 


Glasgow Post Office. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General if 
he can state the number of officers em- 
ployed in the Glasgow Post Office who 


|arein receipt of fourteen shillings per 
_week or under, and how many of these 


are employed wholly or partly in 


handling public correspondence. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General if he can state the 
amount paid out as overtime in the 
Glasgow Post Office (postal department) 
during March and April of the present 
year, and also the total amount paid for 


overtime to sorting clerks since January, 
1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I will make inquiry to see whether I car. 
obtain the information desired by th 
hon. Member. 


Glasgow Post Office—Revision of Staff. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether a 
revision of the staff employed on postal 
duties at Glasgow is at present under 
his consideration ; and, if so, when will 
the result be promulgated. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Postmaster of Glasgow is now pre 
paring his proposals for a revision of the 
indoor force. When submitted, they 
will, of course, have to undergo the 
usual careful examination, and I cannot 
at present say when it will be possible to 
promulgate the result. 


Glasgow Post Office—Clerical and 
Sorting Duties. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that a number of officers employed 
as sorting clerks at Glasgow have fora 
number of years been engaged on clerical 
duties in the Accountant’s Branch 


‘Inquiry Office; and whether, in view of 


the fact that the hours of attendance 
for these duties are on week days 9 a.m. till 
5 p.m., and on Saturdays 9 a.m. till 1.30 
p.m., with all local and bank holidays 
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off, and that three members of one | 
family are participating in such duties, | 
he will take steps to have all sorting | 
clerks who have been employed on such | 
duties for a longer period than two years | 
removed to the sorting office and placed | 
on duties according to their seniority, so 
that they may become acquainted with | 
the practical working of the department | 
to which they belong. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have no information upon this subject, 
but I will inquire into the matter. 


Post Office Pensions—Boy-sorter Service. 


Captain NORTON: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will 
state whether boy-sortership service 
in the postal service counts effectively 
for pensions. 


(Answered by Mr. Zlliot.) Service as 
boy sorter does not reckon for pension. 


Promotion in the Civil Service. 


CotoneL WYNDHAM-QUIN (Gla- 
morganshire, 8.) : To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he is aware of the effect 
of the Treasury ruling of 8th May, 1896, 
as regards the promotion of holders of 
minor staff posts to the higher division 
whereby they are required to revert to 
second division salary on promotion, 
thereby causing a loss of salary, while, 
at the same time, the clerk’ is called upon 
to perform work of a higher character and 
assume greater responsibility ; whether he 
will state the object of such a rule and 
the authority under which it has been 
adopted ; and will he take steps to have 
it cancelled, in view of its effect in inflict- 
ing monetary loss on those members of 
this class in the service who prove them- 
selves fit for further advancement. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) The re- 
gulation was made by the Treasury as 
the authority immediately responsible 
for the salaries of civil servants. Staff 
posts of the second division were created 
for superior duties of Accounts, Registra- 
tion and Supervision: and the salaries at- 
tached to them were fixed on a liberal 
scale, as such posts constitute the prizes 
of the second division, and it was not 
contemplated that further promotion was 
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open to the holders. Ifa clerk who had 
been promoted from the second division 
to a staff post were allowed, on further 
promotion to the first division, to carry 
with him the salary of the staff post, it 
might easily happen that he would be 
receiving a higher salary than a clerk 
who had entered the first division after 
a severe examination in subjects of the 
highest class and had been an equal time 
in the service. This would be unjust to 
the other higher division clerks, and it 
would, moreover, be a waste of public 
money, as the normal minimum of the 
higher division (£150 or £200) is much 
lower than the salary of a staff post. The 
rule is, in my opinion, equitable to the 
clerks and necessary in the public in- 
terest. 


Annual Leave of Customs Assistant 
lerks. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, seeing that the Com- 
missioners of Customs, when recommend- 
ing that the annual leave of their assistant 
clerks who are engaged upon checking 
duties should be increased from fourteen 
to eighteen days, stated that this increase 
would invulve no additional cost to the 
State, the Treasury will reconsider their 
previous decision and sanction this in 
crease, which will place these men in the 
matter of leave on a footing with their 
colleagues in the majority of Government 
offices. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) The 
Treasury are not prepared to grant a 
general increase of annual leave to ab- 
stractors in the departments under their 
direct control, nor can they make a 
special exceptiun in the case of such 
officers when employed in the Customs, 


Vaccination Prosecutions in the Trow- 
bridge and Melksham Unions. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that a 
medical inspecor in his Department has 
visited the Tiowbridge and Melksham 
Union, and has threatened the vaccination 
officers of that union with dismissal if 
they do not institute legal proceedings 
against defaulters under the Vaccination 


Acts without the consent of the guardians ; 
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and if so, will he state whether the in- 
spector has taken this course in pursuance 
of instructions from the Local Govern- 
ment Board or of regulations as to his 
duties, and if the latter, where such 
regulations are laid down. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
medical inspector of my Department 
visited the union and reported to me that 
both the vaccination officers refused to 
take proceedings in cases of default under 
the Vaccination Acts. I am not aware 
that he threatened them with dismissal. 
On receipt of the report I wrote to the 
vaccination officers, pointing out that I 
could not permit of further delay in their 
performing their duties in this matter, 
and I requested to be informed definitely 
whether they were prepared in future to 
carry out their duties, including the 
prosecution of persons in default. The 
replies of the vaccination officers being 
unsatisfactory, I have called upon them 
to resign. 


Fair Rents in County Limerick case of 
John O'Connell. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
what is the cause of delay in the hearing 
of the appeal to have a fair rent fixed in 
the case of John O'Connell, of Glen- 
sharrold, Carrickerry, Ardagh, in the 
county of Limerick, tenant, James 
O'Grady, Delmege, landlord, the said case 
having been heard before the County 
Court Judge of the said countyin October, 
1901. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The ease 
will probably appear on the first list of 
appeals for hearing at Limerick, but no 
date has yet been arranged for a sitting 
for that district. 


Irrecoverable Poor Rate in Ireland. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state whether poor rates, 
for which a decree was obtained by rate 
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collectors and returned by the Sheriff | 


marked nulla bona, are to be written off 


by the County Council of the district as | 


irrecoverable. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It is 
not practicable to lay down any general 
rule for dealing with such cases. For 
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instance, although a return of nulla bona 
might be made in the case of a person 
rated as an occupier, the rate might be 
recovered from subsequent occupiers who, 
under Section 19 of the 12 and 13 Vic., 
cap. 104, would be liable for the rate two 
years after it was made. Every case 
must be considered and determined accord- 
ing to its own particular circumstances. 


Delay at Level Crossing at Letterkenny. 

Mr. M’FADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the gates at the Letterkenny level cross- 
ing on the new Burtonport and Letter- 
kenny Extension Railway were closed on 
the 23rd June last from 8 a.m. to 8.25 a.m., 
and that in consequence carts were kept 
standing at the crossing and delayed at 
that time ; and that similar delays are of 
almost daily occurrence at this and also at 
the level crossing at Oldtown, on the same 
line, because of an insufficient staff being 
provided at both these places; and 
whether, in view of the inconvenience to 
the public by the gates being kept closed 
for a long time at these places three times 
a day, the Board of Works in Ireland will 
direct the Lough Swilly Railway Com- 
pany to tell off a man to open and close 
those gates. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
company state that the delay at Letter- 
kenny referred to is exaggerated, that no 
complaint was made, and that if complaint 
had been made operations would have 
been suspended to allow the passage of 
vehicles. A man is specially told off to 
attend to the crossing at train times. The 
delays at Oldtown never exceeded five 
minutes, and were not caused by in- 
sufficiency of staff. 


Delays on the Burtonport and Letter- 
kenny Railway. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
train due to arrive at Letterkenny at 
10.50 am. on the 23rd June last on 
the Burtonport and Letterkenny Exten- 
sion Railway did not arrive until 1 p.m., 
and in consequence passengers to London- 
derry from Letterkenny and stations on 
the Burtonport line were delayed; an | 
whether, in view of the repeated com- 
plaints as to delays and repeated break- 
downs on both the Letterkenny and 
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Burtonport lines, he will direct the Board 
of Works in Ireland to hold an inquiry 
as to the working of these lines by the 
Lough Swilly Railway Company. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The delay 
in this case was due to a leaking engine. 
The Board of Works is in correspondence 
with the company with the object of 
securing a punctual and satisfactory 
working of the line. 


Mr. MFADDEN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
train due at Letterkenny from London- 
derry on the Letterkenny line at 1.40 p.m. 
did not arrive until 4.30 p.m. on the 
22nd June last; and whether, in conse- 
quence of this breakdown and one the 
same day on the Buftonport and Letter- 
kenny Extension Railway the Board of 
Works in Ireland will compel the Lough 
Swilly Railway Company, which works 
both lines, to make compensation to 
Mr. John P. Speer and other Letterkenny 
passengers prevented on that day by 
these delays from travelling to London- 
derry, or what steps the Board intend to 
take in reference to the complaints made 
as to the management of these lines by 
the said company. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
delay to the 12.10 pm. train from 
Londonderry on the date mentioned was 
due to the detention of earlier trains. 
No breakdown occurred to the former 
train. The Board has no power to call 
upon the company to provide compensa- 
tion to passengers for alleged losses 
sustained by the latter. 


Mr. MFADDEN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that by 
reason of a breakdown on the Burton- 
port and Letterkenny Extension Rail- 
way, near Creeslough, County Donegal, 
on the 22nd day of June last, the train 
due to arrive at Letterkenny at 10.50 a.m. 
did not arrive until nearly 7.30 p.m., 
and, in consequence, upwards of 200 
labourers and harvestmen from the 
Rosses and Gweedore districts proceeding 
to England in search of work missed 
the steamboats at Londonderry and 
were compelled to remain in Letter- 
kenny and Londonderry all night ; and 
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whether, in view of the circumstances of 
these men, the Board of Works in Ire- 
land will see that the Lough Swilly 
Railway Company, which works this 
line under agreement with the Board of 
Works, will make compensation to them 
for the loss sustained. . 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
lute arrival of this train at Letterkenny 
was caused by the failure of the engine. 
Owing to the absence of telegraphic 
communication there was delay also in 
preparing a relief train. The Board of 
Works has been for a considerable time 
endeavouring to arrange with the 
company for the provision of telegraphic 
communication, which, it is now stated, 
will be established as soon as possible. 
The Board has no power to tuke action 
as suggested at the conclusion of the 
Question. 


Stanford Court Martial—Alleged Breach 
of Parole by Officers. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will state what steps he proposes to 
take to mark the displeasure of the War 
Office at the breach of their parole not 
to attend any places of public entertain- 
till the decision of the Court-martial was 
given by attendance on the race course 
at Ascot by officers recently charged in 
the Stanford Court-martial. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Brodrick.) 
The Commander-in-Chief has taken dis- 
ciplinary action with regard to the 
officers affected by the action named in 
the Question. 


Training of Troops in Scotland. 


Mr. CROMBIE: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War what is the acreage 
available round Stobs Castle, Hawick. 
for military training, and how many 
infantry soldiers, regular and auxiliary, 
will be exercised on this area during the 
month of July current; and, in the 
event of the area proving too small, 
whether he could transfer the training 
of these troops to Salisbury Plain; also 
whether it is contemplated to acquire 
further area for the training of troops in 
Scotland. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Stobs estate, which has been pur- 
chased, is of 3,615 acres; negotiations 
are in progress for the purchase of a 
further tract of country adjoining this 
estate. The arrangements for the train- 
ing in this district are made by the 
General Officer Commanding, and no 
details have been forwarded to the War 
Office. So far as Salisbury Plain is 
concerned the arrangements for training 
there have been completed, and they 
could not now be added to. 


Questions. 


Army Pensions—-Case of John 
Smith, R.F.A. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) : 
To ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether his attention has 
been directed to the case of John Smith, 
who, after seven years’ service as gunner 
in the 66th Battery Royal Field 
Artillery (No. 19,311), has been dis- 
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that place without opposition on the 
23rd of May. Two days later, the 
Resident at Bauchi reported that the 
progress of the Ex-Sultan of Sokoto had 
been checked by the garrison at Gujba, 
and that a letter had been received from 
the Ex-Sultan, in which he stated that 
he did not wish to fight. On the 17th 
of June, the Acting High Commissioner 
reported from Zaria that he had had an 
interview with a native chief, who told 
him that he had left the Ex-Sultan at 
Burmi about the end of May, and that 
the Ex-Sultan’s forees were dwindling 
rapidly, and that he had great difficulty 
in finding food for them, and for the 


(Questions. 


‘large number of women and children 


charged in ill health upon a pension of | 


8d. a day for fifteen months from the 
date of his discharge; and whether, see- 
ing that this man’s service has been 
mainly abroad, in Egypt, South Africa, 
and India, he will explain why the 
pension has been fixed for a limited 
period 


with him. The Acting High Com- 
missioner stated that the Ex-Sultan had 
written to the Resident at Bauchi, 
describing himself as ‘‘a fugitive,” and 
asking to be allowed to travel, and that 
the Resident had replied that he must 
surrender unconditionally, but that his 
life would be spared. He adds that the 
disturbance was now confined to the 
small area to the north-east of Bauchi 
on the Gongola river, and his last tele- 
gram, received on Ist July, stated that 
the situation continued to improve. No 
further fighting has been reported. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Gunner ° 


Smith’s ill health was stated by the 
Medical Board to be not due to his 
service a- a soldier, but to rheumatic 
fever from which he suffered prior to 
enlistment. He was not, therefore, 
eligible for a permanent pension, but, as 
his disability was regarded as possibly 
aggravated by service, he was awarded 
a temporary pension for the maximum 
period admissible for his length of 
service. 


Military Position in Northern Nigeria. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has any further 
news concerning the military position in 
Northern Nigeria to communicate. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The information received from Northern 
Nigeria since 22nd June, the date of the 
hon. Member’s previous Question, is as 


Imports of Poreign Goods into Crown 
Colonies. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : To ask the 
Seeretary cf State for the Colonies what 
were the total imports of foreign goods 
into the various Crown Colonies in the 
last completed year for which figures are 
available ; and how much of these imports 
consisted of manufactured goods. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
It is impossible to give such a Return as 
the hon. Member asks for. The Colonial 
Returns ascribe their imports to the 
country from which they are imported, 
and a considerable quantity of foreign 
produce and manufactures exported from 
the United Kingdom to the colonies is 
treated by them as imports from the 
United Kingdom. The aggregate im- 
ports from foreign countries into the 
Crown Colonies in the last year for which 
the complete Returns are available are 


follows :—Captain Sword, who had been! given in the Return, Command 1638, 
reported as retiring to Bauchi, reached | recently published. 
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South African Constabulary—Terms of 
Enlistment. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he will state the 
terms on which the South African Con- 
stabulary were enlisted in 1901. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The explanatory Memorandum containing 
the conditions of service, a copy of which 
was furnished to each applicant for enlist- 
ment in the South African Constabulary, 
is too long to quote, but I will place a 
copy in the Library. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Royal Army Medical Corps. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he has been able to equalise the 
allowances of the captains of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps with those possessed 
by lieutenants of the same Corps who are 
attending the Military Medical College in 
London. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
The question of the grant of mess allow- 
ance to captains attending the Medical 
College has been thoroughly considered 
and it has not been found possible to 
make this concession, 


Cape Ragging Court-Martial. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the law officers of the 
Crown were consulted as to the form 
and limitation of the charges on which 
ten officers were tried by Court-martial 
in reference to the incident at Mount 


Nelson Hotel on Christmas Eve in. 


December, 1901; and, if not, who is 
responsible for them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The charges were | 
framed by the Judge-Advocate General 


according to custom. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman accept the re- 
sponsibilit y. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Of course I accept 
responsibility for all that is done under 
my charge. The Judge - Advocate 
General has special responsibility, in 
which I do not interfere. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether documents in connection with 
the civil action brought by Mr. Frederick 
Stanford against the seven officers 
recently tried by Court-martial were 
submitted to the War Office by Mr. 
Stanford ; and, if so, whether charges of 
indecency against the said officers were 
made in the statement of claim of the 
plaintiff, Mr. Stanford, in the said 
action. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The reply to both 
Questions is in the affirmative. 


Woolwich Arsenal—Lyddite Committee. 


CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will give now or on some near 
date the names of those he means to 
appoint to the Committee or Commission 
on the late serious explosion of melenite, 
or so-called lyddite, at the Royal Arsenal. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The names of the 
Gentlemen appointed were announced 
in the Press on the 20th ultimo, viz. :— 
Rear-Admiral Parr, President; Colonel 
Hadden, Dr. Dupré, Major Nathan, 
Captain Thomson, members; Captain 
Watson, secretary. 


Woolwich Arsenal Explosion—Coroner’s 
Jury’s Verdict. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the verdict and rider found 
by the Coroner’s Jury in the Woolwich 
explosion inquest have been brought to 
his notice; and, if so, will he state 
| what ac.ion he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The verdict and 
rider of the Coroner’s Jury have been 
brought to notice, and the recommend- 
| ations contained in the latter are being 
| carefully considered. 
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Woolwich Arsenal— Previous Gunpowder | financial year ending 31st Mareh, 1903 ; 
losions. | what has been the mileage run, on trials 

CotoneL NOLAN: I beg to ask the | and commissions respectively, by these 
Secretary of State for War if he is aware | ships since the date of intimation to the 
that on the occasion of the last gun- | Boiler Committee that these vessels were 








powder explosion in the Royal Arsenal 
in 1868 or 1869, the Coroner’s Jury 


found that the explosion was due to. 


want of proper superintendence, and if, 
on the occasion of the late lyddite ex- 
plosion, the Coroner’s Jury made re- 
marks in the same direction; and, if 
so, will he state if any steps will be taken 
to prevent a third Coroner’s Report to 
the same effect. 


¥ Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
appears to be misinformed. The ex- 
plosion alluded to took place in 1867. 
The Coroner's Jury did not find that it 
was due to want of proper super- 
intendence. The causes of the recent 
explosion are under investigation. 


Gulf of Pechili— Assembly of Ships of 
War. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty what are the numbers of the 
British, American, and Japanese fleets 
in the north of the Gulf of Pechili or 
thereabouts at the present time; and 
whether, seeing that the Russians have 
fifty-seven vessels at Port Arthur, can 
he state what is the object of this 
gathering of fleets. 


THe SECRETARY to THe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Belfast, 
W.): The number of British ships at 
present in the neighbourhood of the 
Guliof Pechiliistwelve. The Admiralty 
is unaware that any special gathering of 
ships has taken place, or that any 
special object is aimed at by the Govern- 
ments responsible for the movement of 
vessels in Chinese waters. 


“Hyacinth” and ‘“Minerva"—Cost of 
Repairs. 


CotoneL DENNY § (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty what amount of time 
and money has been incurred in over- 
hauls on the “ Hyacinth” and “Minerva”’ 
respectively since the date of handing over 
of the former by the builders, and how 
much of this has been expended during the 


ready for comparative trials. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The total 
amount spent on repairs, alterations, 
and additions to H.M.S. “ Hyacinth”’ 
since she was first commissioned on 
3rd September, 1900, has been £19,255. 
The expenditure on H.M.S. “ Minerva”’ 
for the same period was £7,310. For 
the financial year ending 31st March, 
1903, the figures were :—‘‘ Hyacinth” 
£6,695; “Minerva” £2,890. It is not 
possible without reference to the 
dockyard to state the total number of 
days occupied by the repairs and 
alterations, nor is it possible to give 
the information asked for as to mileage 
run until the Engine Room Registers 
have been received. If my hon. friend 
will put another Question dealing with 
these points, I shall be happy to 
answer it. 


Grants to the West Indies. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what is the total cost to the 
‘taxpayers of the United Kingdom of 
the various grants made to the West 
Indies since the Report of the Royal 
Commission of 1897; and what is the 
present annual charge, whether for 
subsidies to any of the governments of 
the Islands, or for any steam packet 
service, or repayment of interest. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E., for Mr. J. Chamberlain): Since 
the report of the Royal Commission and 
| up to the end of the last financial year 
| Parliament has voted in grants or for 
;annual services a total of £306,180. 
|In addition to this £82,000 has been 
‘voted in relief of the distress caused 
'by hurricanes, and £250,000 as a 
|grant in aid of the sugar industry 
pending the coming into force of the 
Brussels Convention. A yearly contri- 
| bution of £13,500 is also paid towards 
the subsidy granted by the Canadian 
/Government for the Canadian and 
| West Indian Steamship Service, and 
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£20,000 a year is paid as the Imperial 
share of the subsidy for the Direct 
West India Fruit and Mail Service 
between England and Jamaica. In 
reply to the second part of the Question 
I would refer the hon. Member to the 
Estimates for Colonial Services, Class 
V., Vote 3. These grants, excluding 
the hurricane grants have been mainly 
necessitated by the depression of the 
sugar industry in the West Indies, due, 
in the words of the Royal Commission, 
‘“‘to the competition of other sugar- 
producing countries and in a special 
degree to the competition of beet 
sugar produced under a system of 
hounties.”’ 


Canadian Militia. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any correspondence has 
passed between the Canadian Government 
and His Majesty’s Government in regard 
to the mode of appointment of the com- 
mandant of the Canadian Militia; and 
whether the Canadian Government have 
asked for Amendments to the British 


North America Act with this object in 


view. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): The answer is 
in the negative in regard to both parts 
of the Question, but I have invited the 
Dominion Government to discuss with 
His Majesty’s Government the question 
of some proposed Amendments in the 
Dominion Militia Act. 


Re-stocking of South African Farms— 
anadian Cattle. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 


Colonies whether the Canadian Govern- | 


ment have complained to His Majesty’s 
Government in regard to preference shown 
other countries in the matter of the pur- 
chase of horses and cattle required for 
the re-stocking of farms in South Africa. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): The question of 
obtaining cattle from Canada for the 
purpose of re-stocking farms in South 


Commissioner, and his representations 
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Milner’s technical advisers in this matter 
preferred, for re-stocking purposes, stock 
from tick-infected countries, as experi- 
ence had shown that they were less 
liable to, and better able to resist, the 
endemic diseases of cattle in South Africa 
than cattle from Canada or from this 
country. I have not received any com- 
plaint from the Government of Canada. 


Canadian Mails—Galway as a Port 
of Call. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any negotiations have 
taken place with the Canadian Govern- 
ment with a view to making Galway the 
port of call for the ‘new Transatlantic 
line of steamers subsidised by the 
Canadian Government; and, if so, whether 
he can state the position in which these 
negotiations now stand. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): No negotiations 
have taken place. I understand that the 
result of the tenders for a new Trans- 
atlantic Service was not successful. 


Indian Army—Privilege Leave and 
Furlough. 


THE MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
British officers of the Indian Army are not 
permitted to combine privilege leave with 
a year’s leave of absence out of India, thus 
necessitating in some cases the return of 
an officer to Bombay from privilege leave 
spent in the United Kingdom for the 
purpose of commencing the year’s leave 
which may be due to him ; and whether 
privilege leave and furlough in the Indian 
Army may be permitted to run con- 
currently as in the Indian Civil Service. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord Gerorce HAmMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): I am aware that 
under the regulations now in force 


military officers (with the exception of 


those in civil employ) are not permitted 
to combine privilege leave with furlough 


| out of India. I believe that the Govern- 
Africa was brought before me by the High | 


ment of India are looking into this 


| question, and until I hear from them I 


were communicated to Viscount Milner. | must postpone any expression of opinion 


I am informed, however, that Lord | upon the proposed concession. 
| 
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Cheap Fares for Indian Officials. 
Tue MASTER or ELIBANK : I beg to 
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which are subject to British 


ask the Secretary of Statefor India whether | conditions under which they are held. 


he will use his influence with the Penin. 
sular and Oriental Steamship Company 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 


to reduce the fares of officers and civil'| FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 


servants when coming home on leave, 


who are at present charged at the same | 


rate as the general public. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: A 
Committee has been appointed to report 
on questions relating to the mail service 
with India, and certain questions in 
regard to passages in which the Govern- 


ment is interested will be considered by | 


them. 


British Troops in India—Officers’ Leave. _ 


THE MASTERorELIBANK: Ibegtoask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
in view of the fact that the establishment 
of British Officers per Native infantry 
battalion has recently been increased 
from eight to twelve, that under the 
previous regulations two officers per 
battalion were permitted to be absent 
together on a year’s leave, thus according 
them one year’s leave after every three 
years’ service, and that by the altered 
regulations officers now obtain one year’s 
leave only after every five years service, 
he will recommend that, in view of the 
increased British establishment, three 
officers per battalion be permitted a 
year’s leave of absence at the same time. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : Under 
the Leave Rules for the Indian Army 
(1886) leave is granted at the discretion 
of the Lieutenant-Generals of the four 
commands. It does not seem to me to 
be advisable to interfere with this dis- 
cretion. 


Land Concessions in British Central 
ca, 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty's Govern- 
ment will furnish the House with in- 
formation as to concessions of land, 
which have been granted to individuals 
or companies in the British Central 
African Protectorate and other territories 
within the conventional basin of the 
Congo and the free-trade zone, as in- 
dicated by the Berlin General Act of 





BORNE, Rochester) : Information respect- 
ing concessions of land in the Uganda and 


' East Africa Protectorates will be found in 


the Paper laid on Friday last. As regards 
British Central Africa, grants of Crown 
land have been made to the company 
engaging in the construction of the 
railway in the Protectorate, subject to 
the conditions contained in the published 
contract. Beside these various small 
areas have been let at times for farming 
and building purposes. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: Andifthere 
is any large concession will a Return be 
granted ! 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman mean with regard to 
Central Africa ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Yes. 
be 


Lorp CRANBORNE: All will 
contained in the published contract. 


Britist Attachés to the Japanese Army. 

TueMASTERor ELIBANK: Ibegtoask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state if any 
arrangement has been made with the 
Japanese Government as regards officers 
of the British Service being attached to 
the Japanese Forces for the purpose of 
studying the military system and lan- 
guage of the country; and, if so, when 
will the appointment of officers be 
announced. 


LorpCRANBORNE: No such arrange- 
ment has been made, but the matter 
will not escape attention. 


Lunacy and Drunkenness in Glasgow. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) : I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called 
to the inquiry instituted by the Cor- 
poration of Glasgow into the connection 
between the increase of lunacy and 
drunkenness ; whether he is aware that 
it is suggested that the increase of 
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lunacy in this respect is due to the 
inferior quality of the spirit now sold 


in lieu of genuine malt whisky; and_ 
whether the Government officials will , 


give any assistance in this inquiry. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- | 


CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): I 
have no official information on the 
subject of the inquiry mentioned. If 
invited to do so by the Corporation of 
Glasgow, the Inland Revenue officials 
would be happy to supply such informa- 
tion as their records and experience may 
enable them properly to give. 


Whisky Distillation. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
will grant a Return showing the total 
quantity of malt and grain whisky 
distilled during last year from pot and 
patent stills respectively ; also a Return 
showing the quantity of patent-still 
spirit despatched duty paid and under 
bond from England to Scotland for the 
same period for the purpose of being 
made up as whisky. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid I cannot 
grant the suggested Returns. The 
Board of In'and Revenue have no 
official information on the matters 
referred to. Their Returns do not 
distinguish between pot-still and patent- 
still spirits. 


Scotch Whisky in Tied Houses. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will cause instructions to be issued to 
the excise officials to prevent the use of | 
beet molasses, decayed and damaged 
maize, the refuse of the sugar refineries, 
and other such inferior and injurious 
substances in the manufacture of patent- 
still spirit for potable purposes; and 
whether he is aware that such spirit 
distilled in England is that which is 
now almost exclusively used in the tied 
houses owned by brewers and sold to | 
the public as Scotch whisky. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Inland 
Revenue have no authority to interfere 
with the discretion of distillers as re- 
gards the materials used by them. | 
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injurious to health are used in the 
distilleries of the United Kingdom ; and 
I am satisfied that the hon. Member’s 
allegation with regard to tied houses, 
owned by brewers, is an unwarrantable 
reflection upon a trade that, with pos- 
sibly a few rare exceptions, is, in my 
opinion, honestly and honourably con 
ducted. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Scotch whisky 
sold in tied houses costs ninepence a 
gallon ? 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Warranted 


to kill at forty rods ! 
Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask Mr. 


No answer was returned. 


Government Departments—Distribution 
of Duties. 

Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall): | 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he can now announce 
the names of all the members of the Com- 
mittee appointed for the purpose of 
inquiring into the position and duties of 
the various Government Departments, 
with the view to consolidate the com- 
mercial and trade interests of the country 
in one Department. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Besides Lord Jersey, 
as Chairman, the following Gentlemen 
have agreed to serve: the Right Hon. 
Sir John Gorst, Sir James Mackay, 
G.C.M.G., K.C.LE., member of the 
India Council, Sir Charles Ryan, K.C.B., 


‘late Comptroller and Auditor-General. | 


may say I hope very shortly to be able 
to add another name. 


Licence Reduction—Action by the 
Wandsworth Justices. 


Me. THORNTON (Clapham): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Wandsworth I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
a letter issued by the clerk to the 
justices for the Wandsworth Division, 


Inviting persons interested in licensed 


premises within a specified area in the 
borough of Wandsworth to submit, not 
later than the end of August next, a 
comprehensive scheme, showing a sub- 


' stantial reduction in the number of such 
have no reason to believe that materials | 
| 


licensed premises, and intimating that 
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in the event of such scheme being con- | reward of £25 for evidence leading to the 
sidered by the justices unsatisfactory or | conviction of the driver or owner of the 
insufficient, they would themselves deal | car. It is contrary to the settled practice 
with the question at the general annual | of the Home Office to offer rewards for 
licensing meeting for 1904; and, if so, | the conviction of offenders, and it is not 
will he consider the advisability, this | proposed to make any exception to the 
session or next, of taking steps to rule in this case. If the owner’s ofler is 
prevent the confiscation of licensed | ineffective it is not likely that a further 
property. | offer from the police would be successful. 


| 
*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror| __ Post Office-Wages Committee. 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers; Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Dovctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : Yes, | Postmaster-General whether his en- 
Sir, I have seen a copy of the letter in deavour to form a Committee of 
question. | Inquiry into the wages of certain classes 


With regard to the second | qt" 
paragraph of the Question, the matter of Post Office employees has been success- 
is, as I think my hon. iriend knows ‘ful, and can he give the names of the 


now enjoying the serious attention of | gentlemen willing to serve appointed by 
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the Government, who desire to prevent | him, and when will the Committee com- 
the occurrence ot what he fears. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : | 
May I ask whether the circular is| 
within the statutory powers of the) 
magistrates, and, if not, what action can | 
the licensed victuallers take when such | 
unjust and illegal action is taken ! | 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Consult a | 
solicitor. 


mence its sittings. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): Iam not yet in a position to make 
any statement on the question. 


Magisterial Jurisdiction. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General whether his 


attention has been called to the recent 


| case before the magistrates at Southport 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I am not 
at all disposed to express an opinion as 
to the description of this action as given 
by the hon. Member. The duties of the 
licensing justices have been defined by 
the Lord Chancellor in another place, | 
and | must refer my hon. friend to that 
pronouncement. 


Motor-Car Outrage at Wimbledon. 


and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if his | 
attention has been called to an outrage | 
perpetrated at Wimbledon last Wednes- | 
day ; and if he will consider the advisa- | 
bility of offering a further reward for | 
such evidence as will secure the conviction | 
of the offender. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The case 
to which I understand the hon. Member | 
to refer—viz., the frightening and injury 
of two polo ponies by a motor-car which 
did not stop when the accident occurred 
has been reported to the police by the 
owner of the ponies, who has offered a 





in which a member of the bench had been 


| himself convicted of an offence similar 


to that which was on trial before him ; 


and, if so, whether he will take steps to 


prevent a magistrate adjudicating in 
future under such circumstances. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
Yes Sir, my attention has been called to 


| this case, but the control of the magis- 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney | 
+ |General, and therefore I do not feel that 


tracy does not rest with the Attorney- 


I can take any action in the matter. 


Burtonport Train Delays. 
*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 


view of the fact that all the trains from 
Londonderry and Letterkenny to Burton- 
port on the Burtonport and Letterkenny 
Extension Railway were on the days of 
the 22nd, 23rd, and 24th of June last 
from two hours to six hours late in arriv- 
ing at Burtonport, and that one train 
(the 5 p.m.) on the 24th did not arrive 
at all, he will say what action the Board 
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of Works propose to take in reference to 
the failure of the Lough Swilly Railway 
Company in working the line. 
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Smerwick Pier. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


‘Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpxam, Dover): The 
delays were due to failure of engines. 
The 5 p.m. train on the 24th June 
arrived at 11.45. The Board of Works 
is giving special attention to the matter 
with the object of securing punctual and 
satisfactory working of the line. 


Plains of Boyle—Roscommon. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the recent 
letting of a grazing farm of eighty-six 
Irish acres at Ballymore, on the Plains of 
Boyle, and to the fact that when the 
farm had been surrendered to the agent 
for the landlord, five tenants with small 
congested holdingsadjoining memorialised 
the agent to have the grazing farm cut 
up and divided between them, offering 
either to pay a fine for the portions 
allotted to them, or such rent as the out- 
going tenant had paid—viz., £1 11s. per 
acre, and that, notwithstanding these 
tenants’ offer, the lands were let to a 
large grazier at a rent of £1 5s. per acre ; 
and whether he is aware that these 
tenants were the lineal descendants of the 
men who were evicted off this land in 
1846 ; and, if so, whether he will consent 
to the scheduling of this portion of 
County Roscommon under the Congested 
Districts Clause of the Land Bill, with a 
view of restoring these descendants 
of evicted tenants to their native hold- 
ings. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg also to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that the plains of Boyle, off 
which hundreds of families were evicted 
in years gone by, is outside the operation 
of the Congested Districts Board, and of 
the circumstances in which families are 
living on adjoining lands, he will include | 
these tracts for resettlement in the Land | 
Bill now before the House. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: These lands can, | 
under the Bill, be purchased from the owner | 


view of the need for an extension of the 
pier at Smerwick, and the impossibility of 
the Council supplying any funds owing to 
the high rates at present, he will give 
special consideration to this case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Congested 
Districts Board at its last meeting 
decided to adhere to the terms of its. 
former proposal—namely to contribute 
towards the cost of this work if under- 
taken by the County. I cannot hold out 
any hope that the work will be carried 
out under the Marine Works Act. 


Cork Police Inquiry—Mr. Riordan’s Fine’ 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a recent 
police inquiry at Cork, when the Court, 
consisting of two district inspectors, 
imposed a fine of £5 on Mr. J. F. 
Riordan, solicitor, who objected to be 
examined in the case on the ground that 
anything that had occurred between him- 
self and Constable Sullivan had relation 
to a matter in which he was professionally 
engaged and was consequently privileged ; 
whether he is aware that Mr. Riordan’s 
action was supported by two senior 
leading members of his profession who 
were present at the inquiry; whether 
such action of the two district inspectors 
is sanctioned by him; and whether it is 
the intention of the constabulary 
authorities to levy the fine. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question put 
to Mr. Riordan, and which he refused 
to answer, is this: “Do you recollect 
Constable Sullivan having called at your 
office at any time?” He admitted that 
the constable was not his client. He 
was not asked any question as to whether 
the constable had made any com- 
munication to him, or if so, what was the 
nature of that communication. The 
Court of Inquiry ordered Mr. Riordan 
to answer, as no question of privilege 
arose. On his declining to do so, the 


if willing to sell. If so purchased the | Court imposed a fine as stated. In this 
Bill contains ample powers for resettle-| the Court acted within its statutory 
ment. | rights, and seems to have been justified in 
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its action by the facts. If its order is 
illegal, Mr. Riordan has his remedy. 
The question of levying the fine is under 
consideration. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Was this 
action of the inspector in accordance with 
law ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
that partofthe Question. The Committee 
acted within its statutory powers, and if 
the order is illegal, Mr. Riordan has his 
remedy at law. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): Is there 
any precedent for such an order ? 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman approve of this 
action ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be most 
improper for me to express either approval 
or disapproval. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Will the fine 
be levied by the police authorities 4 


Mr. WYNDHAM¢ That, I have said. 


is under consideration 


Burtonport and Letterkenny Railway. 


Mr. M’FADDEN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the atten- 
tion of the Board of Works in Ireland has 
been drawn to the fact that on the J 5th 
day of June last over 100 passengers 
were carried in open trucks or timber 
wagons (without any protection on the 
sides of the wagons) on the Burtonport 
and Letterkenny Extension Railway by 
the Lough Swilly Railway Company, 
which works the line, and that on the 
same occasion passengers were carried in 
each of the guard’s and luggage vans ; 
and, if so, will he say what remedy the 
Board of Works propose to adoptto compel 
the railway company to provide proper 
accommodation for the public under the 
terms of the working agreement. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts appear 
to be correctly stated. The Board of 
Works is in correspondence with the 
company, with the object of securing a 
remedy against the want of adequate 
accommodation in future. 
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(Questions. 
M’Farlane’s Estate. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
fact that the case of Henry James 
M’Farlane, owner, v. William Joseph 
Hepburn, petitioner, which is a petition 
for the sale of the estate of the owner, 
has been pending in the Land Judges 
Court in Ireland since the 9th of March, 
1881, and that an absolute order was 
made for the sale so far back as the 14th 
of June, 1881, he will ascertain on what 
grounds and by what authority this case 
was transferred from the Land Judge’s 
Court to the Court of the Irish Land 
Commission ; and whether, seeing that 
the latter Court has since the beginning 
of the present year adjourned the case 
till the next sittings, and that the latter 
adjournment was decided upon behind 
the back of the tenants, who are anxious 
for asale of the lands, and ona day in 
which the case had not been listed for 
hearing, he will state what explanation, 
if any, its officials connected with the 
Land Judges Department and the Land 
Commission have to make for the 
irregularities which have taken place in 
this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Justice Ross 
has not interfered with this estate, 
inasmuch as he is personally interested in 
it. The matter was transferred, not to 
the Land Commission, but to Mr. Justice 
Meredith, sitting asa Land Judge by 
virtue of the regulations made pursuant 
to Section 23 of the Land Law Act, 18y6. 
I understand that the estate would long 
since have been sold but for the action of 
a few of the tenants in claiming rights 
which were always exclusively reserved. 
In consequence of this the negotiations 
fell through, and all the parties interested 
in the estate served notice to dismiss the 
petition for sale. This motion Judge 
Meredith adjourned to October. 


Mr. DILLON: What are the rights 
exclusively retained? Are they the 
gaming rights ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman will give notice of that 
Question. 
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Irish Assistant Prison Matrons. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg toask 
theChief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, seeing that assistant 
matrons in English prisons are in receipt 
of higher salaries than those paid to 
matrons employed in a similar capacity 
in Ireland, and that the position of the 


former is superior to that of the latter in | 


regard to dietary arrangements and 
annual holidays, steps will be taken to 
place both classes on a footing of equality. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is a matter 
for Departmental consideration. Any 
representations that may be made by 
these officers in the Irish Service will be 
duly considered by the Prisons Board. 


South Sligo Police. 


Mr. O'DOWD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the 
peaceable character of South Sligo 
generally, he will consider the advisability 
of having the extra police at present 
stationed in protection huts on the 
grazing farms of Leitrim Hill and 
Achonry removed from those districts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police on 
duty at the places named belong to the 
ordinary force of the county, for which 
no charge is locally made. The extra 
force was withdrawn last month. 


Rostrevor Demonstration. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can 
state on what grounds it has been 
decided to permit a demonstration on 
13th July at Rostrevor, in the County 
Down; whether any complaints have 
been received from the Roman Catholic 
population of that district as to the 
proposed demonstration, and what 
reply has been made to those com- 
plaints. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to my previous replies on this 
subject. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Has 
the right hon. jentleman received a 
resolution from the Dundalk Catholics 
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| expressing apprehension of the use of 
| firearms, and will he take steps to 
| prevent it ? 

| 

| Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution 
‘has not been brought to my immediate 
notice. I will see what can be done. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman received a resolution 
from the Catholics of Rostrevor on the 
subject % 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to the reply I have already given. 


Lung Grazing Lands. ' 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Congested Districts 
Board can state how many houses have 
been built, and how many farms have 
been formed out of the grazing lands 
in the neighbourhood of Lung, adjacent 
to the Dillon esta e; what has been the 
cost of this transaction ; what was the 
fine required from prospective tenants ; 
and how many tenants have been put 
into occupation of these houses and 
lands. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question in- 
volves local inquiry, and I must ask the 
hon. Member to postpone} it until 
Wednesday. 


Boyle—Working-Class Housing Scheme. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to an application to the Local 
Government Board from the Boyle Town 
Commissioners for a supplemental loan 
of £800 for the erection of cottages 
under the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts; and if he can explain the 
delay in giving sanction for the issuing 
of this supplemental loan. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The application 
must be considered jointly with an 
application for a loan of £6,050 for a 
water supply. The margin of borrowing 
power may not be sufficient to admit 
of both loans. 
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Killashee Dispensary Doctor. 'a majority of owners in such cases to 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief °@FTY out a sale on the principle applied 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of to the tenants. 


Ireland whether the Local Government 
Board are aware that on the election of | MR. WYNDHAM: I am aware that 


Dr. O’Riordan as medical officer of the there are some estates so circumstanced. 
Killashee dispensary district he under- but I believe they are few in number. 
took, inaccordance with theadvertisement, The difficulty might possibly be ade- 
to reside at Killashee, and that complaints quately met by conferring on the 
have been made that Dr. O’Riordan has Judicial Commissioner powers to parti- 
failed to comply with that condition, and tion such estates, somewhat similar to 
continues to reside at Lanesborough on those now enjoyed by the Land Judge 
the outskirts of the district ; and, if so,| under the Landed Estates Court Act. 
what steps will the Local Government | The matter is under consideration. 
Board take in the interests of the sick 

poor to compel Dr. O'Riordan to comply! Mr. FLYNN: Will there be power 
with the conditions of his original appoint- | under the Land Act to purchase these 
ment. estates ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Dr. O'Riordan is) Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 
anxious to take up his residence at 
Killashee and is endeavouring to procure Trish Ancient Monuments. 
a suitable house or lodgings there. The *)tp HUGH LAW: I beg to ask the 
matter will receive the attention of the | Gpiog Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
Local Government Board. of Ireland, if he is willing to introduce 
into the Land Bill provisions for the 
protection of ancient monuments of 
historical interest not already vested in 
any public authority. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Board of 
(suardians have altered the terms of the 
appointment by sixteen votes to two 


Winns nation given | Mr. WYNDHAM: I would refer the 
— , | hon. Member to the 19th Section of the 
Re W YNDHAM: I do not quite see | Local Government Act of 1898, which, 
the relevance of that question. amongst other things, enables the County 
Me JOHN Council in addition to the Board of 
Mr. N O'DONNELL, Mayo, S.):| Works, at the request of the owner, to 
Has not the parish priest of the district | become guardians of ancient monuments 
made strong representations ? | and to prosecute those who injure them. 
|I think it would be a thousand pities 
_ Mr.J. P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. | to hand them over to small occupiers, and 
Gentleman aware that the whole agita-|I shall introduce words to safeguard 
tion against this doctor has been got up| these monuments in the national interest. 
by a local grazier ? 
Fair Tolls. 
[No answer was returned. | Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg 
_to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Irish Land Purchase—Joint Owners. | Lieutenant of Ireland whether 1 
: ™ z | provision is made for the sale of tolls o 
Carrain DON ELAN (Cork, E): I | fairs by landowners whose lands may be 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the _ sold under the present Bill ; and, if not, 
Lord pany ge of Ireland yg od he | will he insert a provision giving the 
is aware that many estates in Ireland jocal authority of the district where 
pers a —. by several persons ; such tolls are levied the right to purchase 
whether under the existing provisions same for the benefit of the locality. 
of the Land Bill a small minority of co- ‘ 
owners could prevent a sale taking) Mr. WYNDHAM: Tolls, such as are 
place; and, if so, whether he will | mentioned in the Question, are altogether 
consider the desirability of inserting a outside the scope of the Land Bill. The 
clause in the Bill with a view to enable | 31st Section of the Local Government 
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Act of 1898 enables an Urban District 
Council to purchase such tolls in the 
most important instances. 


Bruree Police. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he 
will state why extra police have been 
drafted into the village of Bruree, in the 
county of Limerick ; and on whom will 
the cost fall. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Three constables 
were sent to Bruree for the better pro- 
teetion of life and property. The cost 
will be paid from the Constabulary Vote. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: What was 
the necessity for the protection of life 
and property ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [have no informa- 
tion on that subject. 


County Mayo Piers. 

Mr. O'KELLY (Mayo, N): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state when it is proposed to commence 
the building of the new piers at Belmullet, 
Mallaranny, and Inishlyre, seeing that 
the County Council of Mayo, at its meet- 
ing on the 23rd instant, accepted the 
schemes and agreed to make the necessary 
contribution ; and if he will state what 
proportion of its unexpended grants under 
the Labourers Acts the county of Mayo 
will be asked to surrender under these 
schemes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Necessary _in- 
quiries are still being made into the 
Mallaranny-Belmullet scheme, and negotia- 
tions are proceeding with the Midland 
Great Western Railway Company in 
reference to Inishlyre. As the negotia- 
tions are still pending I regret I am not 
able to give any further information in 
the matter. 


Irish Railway Rates. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that it costs as much to 
get an article from Galway to Dublin as 
it does to bring the same trom America ; 


and, if so, can he take any stepsin the | 


Inatter. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request of 
my right hon. friend I will reply to this 
and the next Question on the Paper. The 
Department of Agriculture is constantly 
investigating representations affecting 
railway transit and railway rates, and 
if specific instances of unfair or un- 
reasonable charges by Irish carrying 
companies are furnished to the Depart- 
ment inquiries will forthwith be made. 


The following was the second Ques- 
tion referred to. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN : To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Irish 
farmer, particularly in the West of 
Ireland, is placed at a disadvantage with 
respect to foreign competition on account 
of the charges for the carriage of goods 
and agricultural products levied by Irish 
railways ; and that the passenger fares 
are nearly double those charged in 
other countries ; and, if so, whether he 
intends taking steps in the direction ot 
putting an end to such charges. 


Law as to Contempt of Court in Ireland. 

Mr. O'DOWD: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether, and, if so, when, the Govern 
ment will afford facilities for the intro- 
duction and passage through this House 
of a Bill to amend the law relating to 
Contempt of Court in Ireland. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): This Question should 
properly be addressed to my right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister, as 
any Bill dealing with contempt of court 
must be general in its application, and 
not confined to Ireland. 


Valentia Island Mails. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
1s aware that inconvenience is caused to 
the inhabitants of Valentia Island. 
County Kerry, by the practice of retain- 
ing at Cahirciveen letters which arrive 
_ by the afternoon train ; and, in view of 

the short distance to the ferry, whether 
_ arrangements could be made to forward 
the letters for distribution on the same 
| evening. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In- | these circumstances, competitions will be 
quiry is being made on the subject, and held as usual when required. 


I will send a reply to the hon. Member P 
as soon as it is completed. Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Post- 


master-General how many male learners 
Irish Post Offices—Emigration Notices. 204 female unpaid learners are attached 


ss ceed to the postal and telegraph department 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL : I beg’ in Limerick ; and whether, in view of the 


to ask the Postmaster-General if he will Jack of vacancies for established appoint- 
state who is responsible for having cards ments at that office, he will say what 
encouraging emigration exhibited in Irish steps the Department propose to take to 


post offices ; and whether, mm view of the provide for such learners within a reason- 
numbers now emigrating, steps will be able time. 


taken to have those cards taken down. 
alii , Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
is Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN * number of male learners at Limerick is, 
Notices giving information to intending at present, nine, of whom five are in 
emigrants to the colonies have been receipt of pay, and of female unpaid 
exhibited at all post offices in the United | jparners there pie three. During the 
Kingdom for many years. I see no jast nineteen months the number placed 
reason for discontinuing the practice. on the establishment—viz., four male and 
four female learners, is, I think satis- 
Keadue Post Office. factory, and two more female learners 
a ‘will shortly receive established appoint- 
Ni “seca poe ll ae peas ments. In these circumstances yo 
pen dp Ay ees aL ge. | all the learners will be provided for within 
whether he is aware that the post office «nea ts 
; 4 i é rasonable time. 
at Keadne, County Roscommon, is carried 
on in licensed premises, and that the , ' ’ 
holder of the ate was fined for selling Railway Crossings in County Kerry. 
intoxicating drink on Sunday, 19th May, Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
1903 ; and, if so, will he consider whether President of the Board of Trade 
more suitable location can be found for whether his attention has been called to 
the post office. the delays occasioned by the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It and their officials to the people at the 
is frequently impossible in Ireland to find railway crossings at Cahirciveen and 
suitable candidates for appointment as | Kells, County Kerry ; and whether, in 
sub-postmaster who are unconnected with yiew of the representations on this sub- 
public houses, but I will have inquiry ject that have been frequently made to 


made as regards Keadue. the Board of Trade by the Cahirciveen 
me ie Rural District Council, and that the 
Limerick Post Office—Learners. medical officer of the district has been 


Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Post-, kept waiting for periods, amounting in 
master-General whether, in view of the Some cases to thirty minutes, when going 
effect of the admission of large numbers ©? sick calls, steps will be taken to com- 
of unpaid learners to the Limerick Post pel the railway _company to carry out 
Office, calculated upon the status of the | shunting operations at these two points 
service, the Department will see its way | Without causing inconvenience to the 
to discontinue the holding of competitive | PU lic. 
examinations until the present learners | ‘ ? 
at Limerick have been placed on the) THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
establishment. | TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 

'Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): A 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The | general complaint of the delay to road 
class of unpaid learners at Limerick will | traffic at these crossings has been made 
he abolished as soon as practicable. All| to the Board of Trade by the Rural 
future entrants will be employed in aj District Council. The railway company 
paid capacity and will rank for appoint-| state no unnecessary delay is caused to 
ment below the present learners. In | the public using the roads, and the Board 
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have informed the Council that if specific | inquiry and preferential tariffs, and I 
instances of the delays complained of are | learn there would be considerable diffi- 
given they will take whatever further , culty in preparing the Return of the kind 





steps are possible. 


Londonderry and Lough Swilly Railway. 
Dr. THOMPSON: I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Board of Trade, | 


whether, having regard to the fact 
that his attention has been frequently | 
called to the irregularities and breach 
of the Board of Trade regulations 
by the Londonderry and Lough Swilly | 
Railway Company, and to the fact that 
notwithstanding official promises no action | 
has been taken, he will, in view of the 
dissatisfaction with the management and | 
control of this Railway Company, take 
immediate steps to enforce the regulations | 
of his Department. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Railway | 


Company have explained to the Board of 
Trade that in consequence of the heavy 


increase in the traffic and in the number | 
of trains required since the opening of | 


the Camdonagh and Burtonport Exten- 
sions, the number of goods brake vans 
has been found to be insufficient. They 
have, however, arranged for the provision | 


of additional vans, and the brake gear has | 
all been received and is being fitted. The 
Company promise that no time shall be, 
lost in providing the equipment necessary | 


| desired; but the hon. Gentleman will 
find a good deal of information on the 
| subject on pages 42 and 43 of the Blue- 
book which gives an account of the Con- 
ference between the Colonial Premiers 
and the representatives of His Majesty’s 
_ Government. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: We want 
the information from the Government, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The Blucebook 
is published under authority, 


Reduction of Armaments. 


_ Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
| Treasury whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment adheres to Lord Salisbury’s 
despatch of 14th February, 1899, to Sir 
C. Scott, accepting the Russian proposal 
for a conference to discuss the best 
methods of bringing about the diminu- 
tion of armaments by land and sea; 
whether the Government has taken 


| into consideration the Resolution of the 


First Commissionofthe HagueConference 


recording its opinion that a further 


eXamination of the question by the 





to make compliance with the Board of | Powers would prove a great benefit to 
Trade’s Order under the Regulation of | humanity; and whether, having regard 
Railways Act, 1889. m | to the increased expenditure on naval 
; |armaments since the date of Lord 
| Salisbury’s despatch, the Government 
Lape will take the initiative of inviting the 
Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to) Powers to make another attempt to deal 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if, | with this question by conference or 
during the process of inquiry into the | otherwise. 
question of preferential tariffs and re- | 
taliatory duties, His Majesty’s Govern- | ; 
ment will furnish a full account cf the; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: His Majesty's 
total cost of Imperial Defence, including | Government have not altered their 
India ; and also the cost of the Consular | views on this subject, and if any of the 
and Diplomatic Service, showing the cost | Great Powers of Europe will take any 
to the mother country, to India, and to initiative steps in the matter we shall be 
the different Crown and self-governing | very glad to join them ; but it must be 
colonies, of Defence and of Consular and | remembered that the expenditure for the 
Diplomatic Services. | British Fleet, alone amongst the fleets of 
| the world, or almost alone, is mainly of a 
THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST defensive character, and that the other 
LORD or tue TREASURY (Mr. A. | fleets of the world cannot claim to have 
J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): I do not | that character. Under these circum- 
see very clearly what connection there is | stances I think the initiative should 


between the information asked for in the | come from others. 


Fiscal Inquiry. 
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President Loubet's Visit. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if any arrangement can be 
made to enable Members of the House 
of Commons to show their appreciation 
of President Loubet’s visit and the 
friendly feeling animating a neighbour- 
ing nation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
quite know what the hon. Gentleman 
has in view when he talks of some 
method of showing our appreciation of 
President Loubet’s visit. Perhaps it 
would be by a Resolution of this House. 


Mr. LAMBERT: No, no. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
only mark of the sentiment of this 
House which I think it would be pos- 
sible for us to give; and | have not the 
slightest doubt that if a Resolution of 
congratulation was proposed in this 
House it would be unanimously carried, 
and, indeed, enthusiastically received on 
both sides of the House and in every 
quarter of the House. But the hon. 
Gentleman will remember that we have 
to be very careful about starting new 
precedents, especially new precedents 
having anything in them of a cere- 
monia] character. If it is done in the 
case of President Loubet, it could never 
be refused in the case of any subsequent 
visit of the representative of a great 
Power to this country without an im- 
plied slight ; and such a visit might be 
paid under circumstances in which, 
while the great majority of the House 
would no doubt desire to show their 
appreciation, a section of the House 
perhaps might use their right of debate 
to express sentiments which would 
certainly not conduce to international 
harmony. Under these circumstances, 
much as I sympathise with the object of 
the hon. Member, I think it would be 
unfortunate if we were to endeavour to 
establish a new precedent on this occa- 
sion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman not aware 
that under the present Rules it is im- 
possible for any private Member to 
suggest such a Resolution as the right 
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hon. Gentleman refers tc, and that the 
only method is by the action of the 
Government ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course it 
would be possible for the Government 
to propose such a Resolution, and if it 
were proposed I am quite certain it 
would be universally accepted. What | 
endeavoured to point out to the House 
was that, however happy such a pro- 
ceeding might be in the present circum- 
stances, I can easily imagine circum- 
stances under which it would not be 
unanimously accepted. 


Questions. 


Mr. LAMBERT: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether facilities will 
be given to the House of Commons to 
join inthe reception of President Loubet ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
know how that can be done—President 
Loubet arrives at Victoria in an hour 
and a half—unless we adjourn to the 
station to meet him. 


Taxation of Food Imports. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask tlie 
First Lord of the Treasury if the 
Cabinet inquiry on fiscal pelicy hes 
reached a stage sufficiently definite to 
enable the Government to say if they 
intend to propose a tax on food imports. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that I have no information to give the 
hon. Member on the subject. 


Irish Land Bill. 


* Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, having regard to 
the nature and importance of the Irish 
Land Bill, he can give an assurance that 
a sufficient interval will be allowed to 
elapse between the conclusion of the 
Committee and the commencement of 
the Report stages of the Bill; and 
whether he can indicate what number 
of days interval he proposes to allow. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot give any precise estimate as to 
the number of days that will elapse 
between the two stages, but in view of 
the amount of business in hand it will 
be substantial. 
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The Illness of the Pope. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : I wishto ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether there is in the possession 
of the Foreign Office any information, 
other than that in the Press, as to the 
health of his Holiness the Pope. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I am sorry to 
say that, though we all share in the 
profound regret at the serious illness of | 
his Holiness, [ have no information to | 
give to the House. | 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Can the right hon. | 
Gentleman say whatthe business will be 
on Thursday and Friday. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
Committee stage of the Irish Land Bill | 
will terminate to-morrow (Tuesday). In | 
that event I shall take the South) 
African Loans Bill on Wednesday. On | 
Thursday the Supply will be the Educa- | 
tion Vote, and on Friday I propose to 
take the Naval Works Loans Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islingten, W.: When | 
will the Sugar Convention Bill be taken, | 


and will any information be distributed 
as to the doings of the secret Com- 
mission in Brussels. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What the 
hon. Gentleman calls “ the secret doings,” 
I think I have explained all about. 


They are not secret at all. They are) 


simply the doings of a Commission whose 
reports are, from the nature of the Con- 
vention, not to be secret at all, but are 
to come to us through the Belgian 
Government. I do not know whether 


there is any information relative to the 


Bill which can with advantage be 
circulated, but I will inquire. [ cannot 
give the precise date when the Bill will 
be taken. 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the county of Durham 
(Barnard Castle Division), in the room 
of Sir Joseph Whitwell Pease, Baronet, 
deceased.—( Mr. Herbert Gladstone.) 


VOL. CXXIV. [FourtH SERizs.] 
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PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO CHIL- 
DREN (AMENDMENT) BILL [LORDS]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 

second: time to-morrow, and to be 

printed. {Bill 264.] 


NEW BILL. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS BILL. 

‘“To amend the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act, 1882,” presented by Mr. 
Cripps; supported by Sir John Gorst 
and Mr. Bousfield; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 265. ] 


IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowraer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 43 :— 


} 


_| Amendment proposed— 
‘ 


| ‘*In page 22, line 29, to leave out from the 
word ‘ estate,’ to end of line 30, and insert the 
| words ‘agreed to be sold within five years 
after the commencement of this Act a bonus 
of fifteen per centum of the amount of the 
| purchase money of said estate, such bonus 
| to be es ,~ the completion of the sale.’ ”— 
| (Mr. John Redmond.) 
| 
| 


| Question again proposed, “That the 
| words proposed to be left out stand part 
| of the clause.’ ” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) said 
that when the proceedings on the Bill 
were interrupted last week they had 
had some discussion with regard to 
| the desirability of imposing a limit of 
time, and he was bound to say that in 
his opinion the arguments of the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford held 
the field. He did not suppose his hon. 
friend desired that the point should 
be discussed at any length, but 
unquestionably it was a matter of enor- 
mous importance to the people of 
Ireland. Some limit of a reasonable 
character ought certainly to be placed © 
in the Act because it would indirectly 
induce a certain number of landlords to 
| sell, who otherwise might be inclined to 
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hold out for some change in the 
condition of things, or for some 
imaginary increased advantages. This 
limit was desirable if the Act was to be 
successfully worked during the present 
generation. No doubt a very consider- 
able number of landlords would be 
induced to sell under the Bill, but they 
were apprehensive that a certain section, 
who would never learn anything from 
past experience or from the lessons of 
legislation or agitation, would hold out 
under some delusion that they would 
get better terms for themselves or advan- 
tage their class. That would create a 
feeling of irritation in the minds of the 
tenants who would thereby be excluded 
from the benefits of the Act which 
other tenants all around them were 
enjoying. Could not the right hon. 
Gentleman see his way to acceding to 
the insertion of some limit, of which he 
was sure all the tenants, as well as a 
large proportion of the landlords, were 
in favour. 


Trish 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
asked if the Chief Secretary was ina 
position to add anything to his previous 
statement. He fully recognised there 
was nothing to be gained by prolonging 
the debate. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
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understood the arguments of hon. Mem- 
bers opposite, but from the financial 
point of view they were sure they were 
doing their duty in remaining firm in this 
matter. Supposing there was an alarm, 
as there might be, in consequence of tens 
of thousands of persons registering their 
names, what would happen? The new 
stock would be issued at a serious dis- 
count, and tke loss would fall on the Irish 
Development Grant, and therefore on 
the Irish peasant proprietors. It followed 
that Ireland herself was interested in see- 
ing that the finances of this Bill com- 
mended themselves to those who were 
best capable of giving an opinion on 
financial matters. The position of the 
Government was that, while they could 
not accept the Amendment of the hon. 
and learned Member, they favoured an all 
round distribution: of a bonus of 12 per 
cent., leaving the rest of the Bill in 
respect to finance intact. That view had 


| been very carefully considered by the 
| Government; and although he admitted 


that hon. Members opposite were entitle: 


| to express their views, he could hold out 


LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover) said the | 


Government still occupied the position he 
took up the other night. He had had an 


opportunity of consulting with his right | 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer on many points of the Bill, and | 
his right hon. friend was still of the | 


opinion he was last week—viz., that 
however small, on the merits, might be 
the danger of a time limit, that was a 
responsibility which they could not under- 
take. It should be remembered that 
some tens of thousands of persons might 
come to register their names, but that 
might not give sufficient ground for 
believing that the loans would be de- 
manded. On the other hand, the money 
market was so sensitive at these times in 
contemplating the possibility of that 
danger, that they ought not to run the 
risk of frightening the market. The 
Government were responsible for financ- 
ing this Bill, and they held that the 
blame for any such lamentable occur- 
rence would fall upon them. They quite 


Mr, Flynn. 


no hove that the Amendment could be 
accepted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said he 
quite saw that there were financial objec- 
tions which induced the Government to 


take up the position they had done; 





‘but might he observe that there could 


hardly be the same objection to giving 
power to the Treasury to fix a limit at 
some future date? He had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to provide— 

“That if at any time within three years 
after the passing of this Act the Treasury deem 
it expedient to limit a time after which such 
percentage shall not be payable, or to prescribe 
a reduced percentage, it shall be lawful for 
the Treasury, and in its discretion, to appoint 
a day not later than tne Ist day of January, 
1910, as the last day upon which applications 
under the first section of this Act may be 
made, or to declare and prescribe as to subse- 
quent applications a different and lower scale 
than that in said First Schedule mentioned.” 


It seemed to him that, however great 
might be the objection to the time limit 
now, it was a wholly different question to 
say whether in the years to come the 
Treasury might not take it upon them- 
selves to fix a limit. But, of course, if 
the Government were determined in this 
matter not to accept this Amendment in 
any shape or form he would not take up 
the time of the Committee by moving it. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said that the ques- 
tion was that they were not dealing with 
ascertained facts, but with the impression 
which their proceedings might create in 
the minds of financiers, and on that score 
objection might also be taken to the 
Amendment of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman. As he had said, the money 
market was very sensitive, and they were 
bound to err on the side of caution. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would not 
move his Amendment ; but was it not 
rather unfair that those landlords who 
held out, on the policy of the “ dog in the 
manger,” should get the benefit? He 
thought that the landlords who came in 
immediately were entitled to something 
more than those who wanted to squeeze 
the last drop out of their tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
go further than he had already stated. 
Under Clause 43 as it stood the Treasury 
had power to revise the rates. His own 
opinion was that those landlords who 
came in now should do better than those 
who came in later. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that, 
although he and his friends held very 
strong views on this matter, it was 
manifest, after the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman, that it would bea waste 
of time to continue the discussion, and he 
begged leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
he had an Amendent on the Paper to 
leave out, in line 29, first sub-section of 
Clause 43 the word “ percentage,” and to 
insert “sum.” The Amendment had 
reference to the distribution of the bonus, 
but as the right hon. Gentleman said that 
this could be better discussed on the 
schedule he would withdraw it now, 
reserving his right to move it on the 
Report stage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he felt himself 
bound to the hon. Member for East Mayo 
not to settle this question of the distri- 
bution of the bonus until they reached 
the schedule, although he thought it 
could be settled now. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he would 
rather have it settled on the schedule. 


*Mr. O’DOHERTY asked if he was to 
understand the right hon. Gentleman as 
stating that it was the intention of the 
Government to give a 12 per cent. bonus 
all round ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that in order 
that there might be no mistake about 
the matter he might say that it would 
carry out the views of the Government 
if he accepted the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Mid Armagh to leave 
out from “ percentage ” and insert ‘of 
12 per cent. upon the amount of the 
purchase money under the Land 
Purchase Act.” But he agreed with the 
hon. Member for East Mayo that they 
should wait for discussion on the point 
till the schedule was reached. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8S.) said he 
wished to know the effect of the words 
in Sub-section 4, which provided that 
the section should not apply to any 
estate sold by the Land Judge; where 
either a Receiver had been appointed 
over the estate, or the estate was so 
circumstanced that it would, inde- 
pendently of the Act of 1896, be sold . 
without the consent of the owner as to 
price. Take the case of the King 
Harman Estate which, owing to the 
terms of the will of Mr. King Harman, 
a former Member of the House, 
was now in Chancery, and would 
not be available for the next eight 
years. Did these words in the sub- 
section mean that that estate could be 
withdrawn out of Chancery so as to 
escape the effect of this Act altogether ! 
If so that would be a very serious 
matter for the tenants. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 22, line 42, to leave out from the 
word ‘either’ to the end of the line.”—(Wr. 
Tully.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that where a 
Chancery order for sale had been 
obtained it might have been possible to 
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demand a bonus from the general 
taxpayer. The object of the bonus was 


to induce a sale which otherwise would 
not take place. Therefore, they 
began with that. But it might be said 
that there were estates in the Land, 
Judge’s Court which were not really 
going to be sold. His answer to, that 
was that if that were true, and they | 
came out of the Land Judge’s Court, 
they could then be sold with the bonus. 
ilowever, before the Report stage, he 
would consider the case of a minor or a 
lunatic whose estate was in Chancery 
and see whether some arrangement 
could be come to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that some. 
thing was necessary in order to prevent 
these estates being discharged once the 
order for sale had been made. Mr. 
Justice Ross had refused to sell these 
estates because a sufficiently good price 
could not be obtained for them, and 
they could not takethe bonus but would 
be held up for twelve years to come. 
It seemed to him some words were 
necessary to prevent these estates 
being discharged from Chancery. 
When an absolute order for sale had 
been made in the Land Judge’s Court 
it should not be lawful to discharge 
these estates. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- | 
derry, N.) who was almost inaudible 
in the gallery, was understood to 
say: With regard to the first point 
raised it might be necessary to make 
some small verbal alterations to allow 
for a receiver who had been discharged. 
With regard to the point raised in respect 
of minors and lunatics, no difficulty 
would arise in that case because the 
Court had control in those matters, and 
nothing could be done without the | 
consent of the Lord Chancellor or those 
under him who had control of the 
estate. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the case was | 
rather graver than the hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think. He knew a case where 
that question came in,theowner, a widow 
lady, quite against the interests of the | 
tenants, had stated that if a little more | 
time were given she could bring in the | 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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The Judge stated 
that if she did not bring the money in he 
would commit her for contempt. She 
had not brought in the money and she 
was still permitted to prevent tenants 
from obtaining their holdings. When- 
ever an absolute order for sale was made 
the Judge ought to insist on the rigidity 
of the order and sell the estate out of 
Court. If there was no intention to sell 
these estates then the taxpayer ought 
not be compelled to maintain a Judge 
at £3,500 a year for that purpose. A 
gross abuse had grown up with regard 
to this. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he was 
glad to hear that a modification of the 
rigour of this clause was to be allowed, 
and that some estates which originally 
were not to get the benefit of the bonus 
were now to get that benefit. He would 
lie it modified in those cases where 
the estate was solvent and a receiver 
was appointed mainly for the purposes 
of administration. As he understood it 
under this clause, a case of that kind 
would be entirely excluded from the 
benefit of the bonus because it would 
be an estate sold by the Land Court, 
of which a receiver had been appointed. 
Would it be open to the parties to 
discharge the receiver in a case of that 
kind and take the case out of the 
Court of Chancery and sell under the 
provisions of the Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it might be 
necessary to introduce some _ verbal 
alterations to carry out the hon. 
Gentlemen’s proposal, because it was part 
of the policy of the Government that a 
in which the Court had 
appointed a receiver for the purposes of 
mere administration should not be 
considered to be in the Court at all. 


*Mr. BUTCHER asked whether it 
would be possible to discharge the 
receiver and take such an estate out of 
the Court of Chancery. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the appoint- 
ment of a receiver in the Landed Estates 
Court was merely for accelerating 
sale, and in order to get such a receiver 
appointed it was necessary to petition for 
sale purely and simply. If such a 
petition was not Lond fide then it must 
be withdrawn. 
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Mr. TULLY begged leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.) said 


there was a very strong feeling that 
Sub-seetion 4 would press very hardly on | 


all parties and that it should be with- 
drawn. He therefore begged to move. 


Amendment proposed—- 


oo 


many 


“In page line 41, to leave out sub- 
Section 4.”—(Mr. Sharpe.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 
4 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he thought the 
desire of his hon. friend would be met by 
an Amendment which he proposed to 
move later, and therefore he hoped his 
hon. friend would not persist in his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 43, as amended, agreed to. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


6 


| *Mr. OSHEE (Waterford, W.) said the 
| grievance his Amendment was designed 
to meet was a very serious one. It was 
a grievance which was unintentionally in- 
flicted in all the Acts that had been 
passed. It had never been called 
attention to in any of these debates, and 
he therefore considered he was right in 
referring to it. Taking the case of a 
farmer who rented a farm at £125, the 
moment he had purchased it under the 
Purchase Acts at a price which repre- 
sented a purchase annuity of, say, £100, 
if he put it up for sale and sold, the 
person who bought had to pay, in addition 
| to the stamp duty on the actual price, a 
‘sum of £15 for stamp duty on the 
redemption value of the annuity. Each 
£100 of annuity represented over £15 
for stamp duty in case of a transfer. Ifa 
landlord transferred his mortgage he had 
to pay, not 10s. per cent., but 6d. per 
| cent. 


Amendment proposed— 


| “In page 23, line 11, at end, to add the 
| words ‘and stamp duty shall be payable on 


| any conveyance or transfer of land purchased 
| under the Land Purchase Acts, or Part II. of 
| this Act, only in respect of the amount or 
| value of the consideration for such conveyance 
| or transfer, and exclusive of the redemption 


Clause 44 agreed to. 


Clause 45. 








*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said he | 
apprehended the right hon. Gentleman | 
would have no difficulty in accepting the | 
Amendment he now proposed to move, as | 
it carried out the policy and object of | 
the Bill. 


| 
| 


| 


“In page 23, line 11, at end, to add the words | 
‘No stamp duty or fee fund shall be charged 
on any searches directed by the Land Com- 
mission or Land Judge in the Registry of | 
Deeds, Registry of ‘Titles, or Registry of 
Judgments.’ ”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Amendment propesed— 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the object of | 
the Amendment seemed to be to prevent | 
stamp duty being charged for searches. | 
Clanse 22 already onetled that searches | 
should be made without charge, and he | 
held that that included stamp duty or | 
fee fund, and that clause represented 
the bargain the Committee had come to. | 
He could not extend it any further. 


value of the annuity payable to the Land 
Commission.’ ”—(Mr. O’ Shee.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said in this matter 
the Government had a great engine of 
oppression at their disposal ; no lawyer 
would advise his client to fight. While the 
Government might say the law did not 
require alteration it was evident that in 
practice it did. If he had a farm under 
the landlord and tenant system and he 
sold it at £500, stamp duty would be paid 
on £500; but on the day after it was 
sold the stamp duty would be on £3000. 
No doubt there was necessity to prevent 
fraud, but subject to that necessity some 
such Amendment as this should be 
accepted. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he did not think 
the Amendment was necessary. The 
stamp duty would only be paid on the 
real sum paid provided it was a bondi fide 
sale. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY said the wording of 
the Bill was vague and this Amendment 


| was designed to make it clear. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said he would 

consider what had been said as to this 

practic having grown up and whether 

these words required altering. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 45 agreed to. 


Clause 46. 
Mr. BUTCHER said he desired to 


{COMMONS} 


| on, or any moneys realised thereby, if it 
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| appears to the Court that a trustee is, or may 
| be, personally liable for any breach of trust.” 
The clause was merely confined to cases 
|of sales arising out of land in Ireland, 
and his proposal would give the trustee 
| the same protection in case there was a 
| breach of trust, as was at present the 
| case in England. 


| *Tae CHAIRMAN: If the hon. 
| Member’s proposal relates simply to the 


insert words to relieve a trustee who was investment of money, where a trustee 
guilty of a breach of trust. The words | has invested money where he had no 
he moved followed very closely the! power,then I think his Amendment is in 
words embodied in the English Judicial order, but if it relates to other matters, 


Trustee Act of 1893. That Act, curiously 


enough, was not made to apply to Ire- | 


land. He failed to see why an Irish 
trustee should be harder hit than any 
other, and therefore he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 23, after line 29, to insert the words 
‘(4) In the case of all proceedings in relation 
to any lands sold in the High Court, or under 
the Land Purchase Acts, or any charges there- 
on, or any moneys realised thereby, if i 


appears to the Court that a trustee is, or may | 


be, personally liable for any breach of trust, 
whether the transaction alleged to be a breach 
of trust, occurred before or after the passing of 
this Act, but has acted honestly and reason- 


ably, and ought fairly to be excused for the | 
breach of trust, and for omitting to obtain the | 


| 
; do so. 


| then it is not in order upon this clause 


| Mr. BUTCHER: Then I will move it 
| on Report. 


| Mr. T. M. HEALY said that when the 
Act of 1893, dealing with this subject, 
' was before the House, he called atten- 
'tion to the desirability of applying the 
| Act to Ireland, but Parliament did not 
Now they were creating for the 
| purposes of this Act alone a public 
trustee, and it was most desirable that 
he should act as a trustee generally. ‘The 
| Act of 1893 had worked well in England,. 
and it was desirable that a similar pro- 
vision should be extended to Ireland. 





directions of the Court in the matter in which | 


he committed such breach, then the Court | 


may relieve the trustee, either wholly or partly, 
from personal liability for the same.’”—(Mr. 
Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


_Mr. ATKINSON said, as he under- 


stood, the position of a trustee guilty of | ; 


| Mr. DILLON reminded the hon. and 
‘learned Member for Louth that the 
| Trustees Bill was extended to Ireland 
upon the Motion of the Lord Chancellor, 
but that provision was knocked out 
when the Bill came back to the Com- 
mons. What the Chief Secretary ought 
to do was to extend to trustees in 
reland the same protection and .relief 


such act was provided for in the clause | which they had got under the Act in 





if the breach of trust was committed 
after the passing of this Bill, but it could 
not be dealt with if committed before. 
He thought the fears of the hon. and 
learned Member in regard to the 
trustee who honestly made a mistake 
were quite groundless. [Cries of “ No, 
no!” | 


Mr. BUTCHER said he could not 
agree with what the Attorney-General 
had stated. His Amendment read— 

**In the case of all proceedings in relation 


to any lands sold in the High Court, or under 
the Land Purchase Acts, or any charges there- 


England.* 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I donot think this 
matter is relevant to this clause. If the 
hon. Member will bring it up as a new 
clause it will be further considcred. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 46 agreed to. 


Clause 47. 


*Mre HEMPHILL proposed an Amend- 
ment to insert the words, ‘‘and the 
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President for the time being of the 
Incorporated Law Society of Ireland.” 
He understood the Chief Secretary to 
intimate that he would bring in a clause 
which would include the President of 
the Incorporated Law Society of Lreland. 
He understood the Chief Secretary to 
have given a modified adhesion to his 
former Amendment upon this point, 
and to have promised to include the Presi- 
dent when he came to put forward the 
general section about rule making. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 24, line 38, after the word ‘Com- 
mission, to insert the words ‘and the Presi- 
dent, for the time being, of the Incorporated 
Law Society of Ireland, and.’”—(Mr. Hemp- 
hill.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mk. WYNDHAM said he was anxious 
that no words of his should be mis- 
understood. All he promised upon a 
former occasion was to consider whether 
it would be proper to discriminate in 
this matter and bring in the Incor- 
porated Law Society of Ireland. The 
right hon. and learned Member opposite 
had asked him to insert the words— 

“And the President for the time being of 

the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland.” 
He had no doubt that the rule making 
authority would consult the Law Society, 
but he did not think they should lay a 
statutory obligation upon them to do 
so. In drawing up the rules it would 
not be neces-ary to bring in the Presi- 
dent of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ireland. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said this Amend- 
ment had been suggested to him by the 
Incorporated Law Society after very 
serious deliberation on their part and 
after full consideration. The Land Com- 


mission consisted of men who were, more | 


or less, lay people. [Cries of “ No, no!”] 
He thought the experience of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, speaking through 
its President, would be of enormous public 
advantage. On that ground alone he 
thought his Amendment was reasonable. 
Of course, if the right hon. Gentleman 
had made up his mind to the contrary, 
there was no need for him to take up 
further time arguing the point. 
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| Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, unless 
| they had the support of the general body 
| of landlords, solicitors in Ireland this Act 
| would not work with the same smoothness. 
| They would be consulted in every case 
by the landlords. They were in posses- 
sion of the landlords, deeds, and from the 
tenants’ point of view it was desirable to 
recognise this very powerful body. 
They had the landlords in the hollow of 
their hands, and to that extent they had 
also the tenants in their power. He 
did not think it was good policy for the 
Government to resist this Amendment. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, S.) 
thought that when the Incorporated 
Law Society made a suggestion of this 
kind the Chief Secretary ought to 
accept it. 


Amendment, by leave, withrawn. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB moved to 
insert after “sale” the words “ such 
rules shall be made by a _ major- 
ity, of whom the Judicial Commis- 
sioner shall be one.” He said it was 
very important that these rules should 
be so framed as to inspire the confidence 
of all whom they concerned. The 
reasons for the Amendment were so 
obvious that it was unnecessary that he 
should detain the Committee by going 
into them. He begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 24, line 43, after the word ‘sale’ 
to insert the words ‘such rules shall be made 
by a majority, of whom the Judicial Com- 
missioner shall be one.’ ”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the object of 
| the hon. Member was already met by the 
Act of 1891, which would have to be 
read with the present measure. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it was very 
desirable that some assurance should be 
given that the Trustee Act of 1893 would 
be applied in some way. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the matter 
ought to be dealt with by a separate Bill, 
and he would consider the possibility of 
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introducing such a measure. Clauses 46 
and 47 had been settled after prolonged 
consideration, in which he had the assist- 
ance of the Lord Chancellor of England, 
and he could not attempt to engraft on 
to this Land Bill a general Amendment 
of the Trustee Acts in Ireland. 


Clause 47 agreed to. 
Clause 48. 


Amendments proposed— 


‘*In page 25, line 1, to leave out from the 
word ‘in’ to the first word ‘the’ in line 5.” 
—(Mr. Wyndham). 

“In page 25, line 5, after the word ‘Aets),’ 
to insert the words ‘imposing a limit on 
advances.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said the Amendment he had on the Paper 
provided for the case of an evicted tenant 
being restored to his former holding. He 
did not propose to move the Amendment, 
as the words to be moved by the Chief 
Secretary covered not only that case, but 
also the case of a tenancy created by the 
Congested Districts Board. He pointed 
out, however, that the Chief Secretary 
did not meet the case of an evicted 
tenant who was given, not his former 
holding, but another holding on the 
estate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the point 
referred to by the hon. Member had 
already been met by the Amendment of 
Section 2, giving a discretionary exten- 
sion of the term. The Amendment he 
now moved covered the conclusion ar- 
rived at on a former occasion. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 25, line 18, at end, to insert the 
words ‘Provided also that this section shall not 
apply to the case of a former tenant, or a person 
nominated by the Land Commission as his 

rsonal representative, purchasing his former 

olding, or to the case of a tenancy created 
by the Congested Districts Board.”—(Mr. 
Monti. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. DILLON, while admitting that 
this was a very valuable Amendment, 
asked whether the right hon. Gentleman 


would have any objection to making the | 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 





| of 
| would require the same powers in that 
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matter quite clear by adding the words 
“or the Estates Commissioners.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the words 
suggested would go farther than the hon. 
Member intended. 


Mr. DILLON pointed out that, under 


'the Act, the powers of the Estates 
|Commissioners and the Congested Dis- 


tricts Board would overlap in the matter 
migration, therefore the former 


respect as the latter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would have 
to consider the matter very carefully. 
A man could not be asked to give up a 
farm unless an equivalent were found 
elsewhere. The words suggested by the 
hon. Member would abolish all the 
limitations that had been inserted, 
unless words were added defining the 
purpose for which such tenancies were 
created, and he would rather not 
attempt hastily to find such words. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Govern- 
ment ought to consider this sub-section 
in connection with the pledge they had 
given to amend Sub-section 4 of Clause 
43. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.) asked 
whether the object of the Amendment 
was not to confine the provision to 
tenants who purchased their old hold- 
ings, but to extend it to other cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the case of a 
tenant who purchased u holding other 
thun the one he formerly occupied had 
been met in another part of the Bill. 
This provision contemplated the case of 
a tenant who reoccupied his old holding, 
in which his contention had all along 
been that the limit of advance should 
not apply. But in these voluntary 
arrangements the Government were 
bound to see that nobody suffered either 
in kind orin money value. The amount 
of land available for enlarging or im- 
proving holdings was very small. The 
original limit had been extended to 
£1,000, and a discretion had _ been 
given. He did not think they ought 
to go farther, but if he were pressed as 
to the necessity of introducing words 











a A, A al 


e@q@gqgde dt70 ow <— 


oor TF 


it 


j. 


er 

id 
ll. 

of 
g, 
r4 
ld 
ry 
re 
er 
nt 


he 
to 
en 
ht 
as 


ds 








1433 Trish 


dealing with the Estates Commissioners, 
he would consider the matter before the 
Report stage. 


Mr. OLANCY understood Clause 2 
to apply to cases where tenants were 
supplied with holdings on estates entirely 
other than those from which they were 
evicted. That would leave the cases 
of the men who returned to the estate 
from which they had been evicted. 
The less fortunate men would be 
entitled to a smaller advance than 
the more fortunate who got back to 
their former holdings. The evicted 
tenants on an estate would be treated 
unequally, and he did not understand 
that the case of the tenant reinstated on 
a holding other than his former holding 
on the estate had as yet been pro- 
vided for at all. He thought Clause 2 
referred to the provision of holdings for 
evicted tenants on estates other than 
those from which they had been evicted. 
If he was right in that, the case of a 
man going to another holding was not 
provided for, or else he was not as well 
treated as a tenant who returned to his 
old holding. 


Mr. TULLY said this referred to 
tenancies created since Ist March 
last. He begged to enter his pro- 
test, because he thought it would be 
a serious thing if the eleven months 
men in Connaught were to get extended 
limits there, and if they were enabled 
to get hold permanently of the grazing 
lands which they now held under this 
temporary method of tenancy. He 
thoroughly agreed with the protest 
made formerly on this matter by the 
hon. Member for Cork. 


Mr. CLANCY said his Amendment 
had nothing to do with the remarks of 
the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM admitted that this 
was a somewhat difficult question. The 
clause did not embody all the arrange- 
ments at which they had arrived. In 
proper cases it would enable a man 
to acquire a holding other than that 
from which he was evicted up to £7,000. 
They were all agreed that it was proper 
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to do this in order to put estates in *% 
proper state to be resold. That could 
only be done by men going out of farms 
in badly congested districts, so that the 
farms vacated might be available for 
increasing the size of other holdings. 
He thought that covered the whole 
ground. It was not proper that persons, 
in expectation of this Bill, should pro- 
ceed to map out holdings of convenient 
size. The Government introduced 
Clause 48 to prevent that. The general 
policy of the Government was that there 
should be a limitation to the manufacture 
of holdings in order to capture land in 
the manner already described. That 
would be the effect of adopting the hon. 
Member’s proposal. They must carry 
out and not defeat the general policy of 
the Act, and the way to do that was to 
foster migration. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he entirely 
agreed with what the right hon. Gentleman 
had said. He pointed out that in order to 
make the intention of the Government 
clear it was desirable that the drafting 
should be altered. There was no defini- 
tion of “holding” in the Bill. By Clause 
2, Sub-section 3, it was provided that 
the expression “holding” in the Land 
Purchase Acts “shall include a parcel of 
land in respect of the purchase of which 
an advance has been made in pursuance 
of this section.” The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Amendment enabled provision to 
be made for a former tenant, but it would 
not enable a part to be sold. The 
reference to a parcel of land was confined 
to Clause 2. He suggested that a defini- 
tion should be put in so that “ holding ” 
should embrace part of a holding. 


Mr. O’SHEE said there were farms 
which were in part occupied by new 
tenants. Would the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman cover these cases 
also ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said Section 1 of the 
Bill dealt with a holding as it was, and 
which was to be sold as it was. Section 2 
included everything else. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he thought the 
word “ holding” in Section 2 was confined 
to the provisions of that section. The 
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Committee were now discussing Clause 48 
which began with these words— 


‘* Notwithstanding anything in Section 2 of 
the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Amendment 
Act, 1888.” 


Mr, ATKINSON said it was necessary, 
in order to make the Purchase Acts 


upply to these parcels of land, to say that | 


the parcels were holdings. 


Mr. T. M. 
followed what 


HEALY said he quite 
the hon. and learned 


Gentleman stated, but he still thought | 


that there was something in his point. 
He would confer with the right hon. 
Gentleman on the point. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 5.) said the Chief Secretary had told 
them that Clause 48 was put in the Bill 
to prevent the manufacture of holdings. 
They were still hampered by the provision 


in regard to £2,000 in exceptional cases. 
o i 


‘That appeared to him to be entirely 
wrong. It was probable that the words at 
the beginning of Sub section 1 were really 
intended to apply to this class of tenants 
as well as others. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 25, line 19, to leave out Sub-section 
i 


” 
“s 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 2 
stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said this was not a 
new provision. 
which he introduced last year. When an 
estate was in Court, holdings were let to 
persons, and it might be held that those 


who occupied under these Court tenancies | 


had no right to come under an Act of this 
kind. <A fair compromise had been struck 
in the case of those who had the advantage 
of taking land which had not been finally 


{COMMONS} 


It appeared in the Bill | 
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|doubted whether they could deal with 
'these districts if they omitted the sub- 
| section. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said he entirely 

| accepted the view of the Governmentin this 
matter. He thought all restrictions were 
mischievous. It was another instance of 
legislating for all Ireland by reference to 
| the condition of what were called the 
congested counties. Besides that, it was 
a reversal of the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in the Owens case. He asked 
whether the case of an evicted tenant 
who had been created a Court tenant was 
met by the Amendment the Chief Secre. 
tary moved a moment ago. ‘Thousands 
of the Court tenants were evicted tenants. 
To say in an offhand way that these 
evicted tenants when they became Court 
tenants were not to have the full benefit 
of the Act would be to deal a blow at the 
general body of the evicted tenants. 
Did Sub-section 2 override Sub-section 1, 
even in the case of an evicted tenant 
provided for by the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman? He would re- 
commend the right hon. Gentleman to 
put in his proviso as an entirely separate 
sub-section, and then it would appear 
| that neither Sub-section 1 nor Sub-section 
| 2 would govern the case of the evicted 
|tenant. There were a great number of 
cases of which he was personally cogni- 
sant where there had been no eviction, 
| but the tenant had remained with the 
, consent of the landlord and encumbrancer, 
'and it was out of the money which the 
/tenant had spent in improvements on 
the tenancy that the owner had been 
kept from sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would take 
_into consideration the point raised by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
| that in that event he would not press the 
Amendment to a division. 


disposed of, by permitting advances to be | 


made up to £1,000, and in some cases up | 
It would defeat the policy | 
of the Government if they omitted the | 


to £2,000. 


sub-section. These estates often com- 
prised untenanted land. He would re- 
mind his 
Members who had taken exception to 


the Bill as a whole had all said that some | 
effort should be made to deal with the | 
He | 


problem of the congested districts. 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 48, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 49. 


hon. friend that even hon. | 


CoLtoneEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
he had an Amendment to leave out Sub- 
section (c) of this clause which he pro- 
posed to put for the purpose of eliciting 
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an opinion from the Attorney-General for 
Ireland in regard to its effect. At present 
the almost universal practice was that 


a widow, she went on keeping the hold- 
ing and paying the rent though she could 
not bequeath it. It seemed to him that 
that sub-section, if it became law, would 
be at variance with the general practice. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 25, line 39, to leave out Sub- 
section (¢c).”—(Colonel Nolan.) 


{6 JuLY 1903} 


‘The arrangement in the clause as it 
_ stood would cause delay and the Amend- 
,Ments would facilitate the working of 
when a tenant died intestate leaving: 
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the Act and prevent family differences. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said that if the 


_Government yielded on Amendments of 
| this kind they would be giving away one 
of the most 


effective securities the 
Treasury possessed. The Land Commis- 


|sion might nominate a person or in 
| default order a sale; but what would 


happen if there were a dozen sons and 
none of them would say he was 


Question proposed, “That Sub-section | responsible for the annual payments? 


(c) stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. ATKINSON said that the condi- 





Why should not the Land Commission 
have the power to order a sale within 
twelve months of the death of the owner 


tion of things which the hon. and gallant | of a holding ? 


Member wished to provide for was 


covered by the proviso at the end of | 


Sub-section 1. 


CoLtoneL NOLAN said he was satisfied | 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) 
thought that the question was important. 
The nomination ought to come first, and 
if the Land Commission were not satis- 


with the explanation and would with- | fied with the nomination then they ought 


draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he had two | 
Amendments on the Paper relating to | 


the same sub-section. The effect of these 


to have the power of sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this was 
really a question of drafting. His 
draftsman had considered the clause 
very carefully, and he agreed with the 
draftsman. He hoped his hon. and 


Amendments taken together would be| gallant friend would not press his 


to reverse the procedure in the case of | 


the death of a tenant. Under the clause, 
on the death of the proprietor of a hold- | 
ing, the Land Commission might require | 
the holding to be sold within twelve | 
months, or, in default, they might | 
cause the holding to be sold, provided | 
that the Land Commission might, instead | 
of that procedure, nominate some person | 
interested in the holding to be the pro- 
prietor of the holding. As he had said, 
he wanted the procedure to be reversed. 





Amendments proposed— 


“In page 26, line 2, to leave out from the 
word ‘ may’ to the word ‘ nominate’ in line 8. 

‘In page 26, line 12, after the word ‘ other- 
wise’ to insert the words ‘or may cause the 
holding to be sold.’ ”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


*Mr. HEMPHILL confessed that in 
his opinion the Amendments of his hon. 
and gallant friend were an improvement. 





Amendment. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he knew 
from experience that, though his 
Amendments might not be so good 
as a matter of drafting, they would be 
better law in the interest of the peace 
of families. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it was to the 
national interest of Ireland that this 
clause, which was a little stringent, 
should be retained so as to defeat any 
attempted fraud. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he agreed that. 
all these questions had to be carefully 
considered. If he accepted the Amend- 
ment he would have to elaborate tiie 
second part of it. There was the 
difficulty of intestacy and of relations 
who could not make up their minds 
to do anything, and unless they could 
come to a satisfactory family arran;:e- 
ment they must put up the estate ‘or 
sale. 
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*Sir JOHN COLOMB knew what was | 
likely to happen. The first thing was 
to nominate somebody, as innumerabie | 
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proprietors, it would go a very long way 


towards increasing their prosperity. 
He hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 


family feuds ought to be avoided. He! would eliminate this sub-section from 
thought that his Amendment would | the Bill and introduce some clause 
bring about a better state of things,|in order to counteract the difficulties 
but after the statement of the right! which he saw ahead in the mortgaging 





hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary | 
he would ask leave to withdraw the | 
Amendment. 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 





*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) moved to | 
leave out Sub-section 2 of Clause 49. He 
said he was not in want of sympathy | 
with the object, but he thought the, 
clause was so drafted as to defeat the| 
object it wished to attain. It would be) 
important in Ireland in the future, when | 
the sales had been achieved, that the | 
greatest care should be taken to protect 
the interests of the small peasant 
proprietors. With regard to sub-letting 
he perfectly agreed that sub-letting 
and mortgaging were some of the| 
greatest drawbacks Ireland had to 
combat, but he could not agree that 
this sub-section would altogether 
eradicate the system of over-borrowing, 
and he therefore thought a sound system 
of credit ought to be established in| 
Ireland. Abroad most of the peasant 
proprietors had a system of land banks. 
In Germany there were the Raiffeisen 
Banks, and they had the Crédit Fonciers 
in France, which helped the peasant 
proprietors to obtain loans on favourable 
terms and at the lowest rates of interest. 
If this sub-section were retained in its 
present form he felt there would be a! 
temptation for the peasant proprietors 
to surreptitiously borrow money from 
the small shopkeeper or the gombeen 
man, and it would go a long way in 
the future to establish a system of 
landlordism, which he would look upon 
as a very great evil. They did not want | 
the tenant and the gombeen man going | 
hand in hand and imitating “Charles | 
Surface” and his uncle in the scene! 
where they were found drinking to the | 
toast of ‘‘Success to Usury.’’ Therefore, | 
if the Chief Secretary could promise to | 
-establish some sort of State credit in| 


and sub-letting of Irish land. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, Ilne 1%, to leave out Sub- 
section 2.”—(Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
2 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. Gentle- 
man had asked him to omit this sub- 
section in order to draw attention to 
another reform. He quite agreed that 
this was an important matter and that 
they ought in the future todo something 
towards the establishment of land banks, 
but he did not hold that they ought 


| toomitthis sub-section. On the contrary, 


he attached great importance to it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the 
words of the right hon. Gentleman should 
be printed on the back of the vesting 
order of the tenant in letters of gold. 


*Smr JOHN COLOMB expressed him- 
self as being entirely in favour of, and as 
supporting the sub-section. He would, 
however, like to have an answer to one 
question. This sub-section made null 
and void on a holding of the rateable 
value of £2 any instrument or 
mortgage for sums exceeding £20; did 
it make null and void three or four 
mortgages of £5 or £6 each, which would 
in the aggregate be more than the £20, or 
must it be in one mortgage; and if in 


| more than one how were they to find out 
what money had been lent ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that when a 
man had mortgaged his land for the 
amount, whether the loan was covered by 
one or by ten mortgages it was the same 
thing. With regard to the second point, 
if the mortgage was registered it could 
be seen from the register. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL thought the 
lenders of the money would see to it that 


Ireland for the benefit of the peasant | they did not lend too much. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that if 
it was made ten times the annual instal- 
ment instead of ten times the rateable 
value it would be far better, because 
undoubtedly the valuation differed very 
much in different parts of the country. 
Under the circumstances it might be well 
to consider that question. 


*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE said 

he was quite prepared to accept the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member for North 
Louth. In future the status of the Irish 
peasant proprietor would be considerably 
improved. Agriculture would no doubt 
flourish to a very much greater 
extent than hitherto, and there would 
be more foreign trade from Ireland. 
Ireland, in spite of her drawbacks, 
dealt with North America for grain, 
and with South America for manure, 
and she had to compete with Denmark, 
Holland, France, and Russia in produce. 
He thought if extended credit was given 
io the tenants it would be a great 
advantage to them. Where a man had 
to pay a lump sum to his relatives he 
would be able to do it with much 
greater advantage to himself in the 
future. 


Mx. TULLY hoped that the Chief 
Secretary would accept the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for North Louth, 
because otherwise this clause would be 
used to extort from the tenants a larger 
price than the landlords were entitled 
to. That was a thing they should try 
to prevent. In the old days of the plan 
ot campaign they had hunted the 
gombeen man out of the west, and they 
did not want him back again. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 5S.) 
supported the suggestion that it should 
be ten times the annual instalment, 
because in many cases ten times the 
rateable value would be more than the 
whole farm would be worth. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the sug- 
gestion of the hon. and learned Member 
tor Louth was a useful one. The 
Government aimed roughly at  one- 
third of the balance, and ten times the 
annual instalment would come to 
about that amount, and therefore he 
would accept that. ; 
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_ Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said the 
instalment would increase in ratio to the 
number of years rent the tenant paid. 


*Mr. O’SHEE pointed out thatf or the 
first ten years the tenant could borrow 
ten times the annuity, and that that 
amount would be much higher than the 
annuity for the second ten years, and 
considerably higher than the annuity for 
the third ten years, and that the effect 
of this Amendment would be that at the 
time when their holdings were most 
heavily charged they would be able to- 
borrow most heavily. He wished to 
know how the acceptance of the sugges- 
tion of the hon. Member for Louth 
would affect the case of the 80,000 
tenants who had already purchased their 
holdings. He chought it would consider- 
ably prejudice their case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said this provision 
could not affect those who had already 
purchased their holdings. They could 
not take away that which had already 
been sold. 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
begged leave to withdraw his, Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, lines 15 and 16, to omit the 
words ‘rateable value’ in order ‘to insert the 
words ‘purehase annuity.’”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. O'SHEE moved to insert in 
Sub-section (3), after “registered,” the 
words, “‘ within three months of the 
date of execution by the mortgagor or 
chargeant.” 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 26, line 20, to insert the words 
within three months of the date of execution 


by the mortgagor or chargeant.” —(Mr. O’Shee.) 


Question proposed, “‘ ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
accept the Amendment. 
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rn. GORDON thought the Attorney- | would not resent such a restriction being 
General had hardly considered the situa- | imposed. If the right hon. Gentleman 
tion, No doubt the right hon. Gentle-| had not been able to devise some better 
man wished to protect the owner, but, means of dealing with the matter he 
he failed to see how this Amendment | hoped he would accept this proposal. 


would do so. 
Amendment moved— 


Mr. BUTCHER pointed out that «In page 26, line 22, at end to insert 
three months was rather too long a_ the nae ‘(@) No — “* fieri beseryd or other 
: : ;< | process of a Court shall be executed by seizure 
period. A — might meg 3 = | or sale of the estate or interest of any pro- 
holding to its full value, keep the'| prietor of a holding, not exceeding twenty 
mortgage In his pocket, mortgage the | pounds in rateable value, upon which he 


holding a second time, and then register | — peli Sow per Lo. J engnent, 
| registered as a mortgage against same, nor 
the first mortgage. In that , case the | any such writ, or judgment, or judgment mort- 
second mortgagee would lose his money. | gage be registered as a burden affecting same 
The instrunient ought to be registered | under the provisions of The Local Registration 
within less than three months in order | °f Title (Ireland) Act, 1891.?”—(Mr. Hugh 


Law. 
to prevent fraud on a subsequent mort-| “““”) 
gagee. | Question proposed, “That those words 
| be there inserted.” 
*Mr. O‘SHEE said the ordinary law | 





of priority would apply in sucha case. | \fro WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Member asked the Committee to accept 
Question put, and agreed to. /alaw which prevailed in America but 


/not throughout America. The objects 


*MR. HUGH LAW (Donegal w.) | Whieh the hon. Member had at heart 


said that when introducing the Bill) “T° pets Bago — but they 

‘EL: ‘ ; : | were achiev y some other provisions 
, ta t . ; . 

the Chief Secretary laid great stress on | ie this Te would be the peceer 


the dangers of excessive sub-division | ; ; 

and excessive mortgaging of small tenants who would probably be driven 
holdings The feueer es already to borrow, not improvidently or in such 
sufficiently prov‘ded for, and the Chief rr ed Mei =n _their — BP 
Secretary had proposed to provide against SK , os a hep? ae ce he 
the latter by a permanent rent-charge. dam “oan d wtp ae Bas Pn , all 

t vision, however, had, very oo i 
That provision, however, b r against the tenants, the result would be 


roperly, for other reasons disappeared 
8 the Bill. and in pli g what a they would not be able to borrow at 
all. 


should take its place regard might be 
had to an example afforded by America. | 
In most of the States a provision existed Mr. DILLON said there appeared to 
by which a forced sale of a homestead be a false idea prevalent as to the powers 
was prevented, except for the non- of the small farmers to protect them- 
payment of taxes or money due to the selves, but he thought they would be 
State. The Amendment he desired to found as competent to protect themselves 
move followed the American precedent | as the landlords. If they wished to 
very closely, in that it proposed that no_ protect these small men from themselves 
such sale should be made in the case of | the one effective way to do it was by a 
a holding not exceeding £20 rateable | homestead law. When the Chief Secre- 
value, on which the proprietor actually | tary told them that this homestead law 
resided. It might be suggested that this | would prevent these small farmers from 
would lead to an undue restriction of | borrowing it was absurd, because it had 
credit, but it could hardly be contended | been provided by a previous clause that 
that unlimited credit was good for these | they were prevented from borrowing 
small tenants. There were other means; more than one-third. This proposal 
of obtaining credit than running into would leave them free to borrow as far 
debt with the local shopkeeper, and he as they chose to do it. It would also put 
thought the better cluss shopkeeper | a check on what had been a real danger 
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to them and that was unlimited and 
excessive credt being given to them 
with the object of depriving them of 
their holdings. He was aware that 
some of his colleagues thought this would 
destroy the credit of the small holders ; 
he did not think it would have that 
effect. He thought that a very con- 
siderable section of shopkeepers would 
have no objection to this proposal 
because they did not desire to give 
excessive credit, and if they did they 
would not sell the holding. He had 


known many cases of shopkeepers who | 


preferred to lose their money rather than 
sella man out of hishome. Hethought 
this Amendment would put a most 
wholesome check on what threatened to 
ruin the people and the shopkeepers 
themselves. He believed that the only 
safe path was to put acheck upon undue 
credit being given to the small holders. 
In nine cases out of ten a trader would 
go for the goods, and if the trader was 
foolish enough to give credit toa man 
who had no goods he deserved to lose 
his money. He maintained that if they 
were going to adopt the policy of pro- 
tecting people against themselves the 
best way to do it was to limit their 
credit. 


*Mr. O’DOHERTY said he had heard | 


of a “no rent manifesto,” but until he 
read the hon. Member’s Amendment he 
never heard before of a “no debt mani- 
festo.”” In the county of Donegal they 
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Government would not engraft this 
proposal upon the Land Act of 1893, for 
an Amendment more calculated to do 
harm to the shopkeepers, and more 
particularly to the poorer counties, was 
never introduced. He believed that the 
more opportunities they gave to the 
people to borrow the more they would 
borrow and this Amendment would 
mean a great loss not only to the shop- 
keepers but also to all those who pur- 
chased under this Act, and whose 
valuation was under £20. 


Mr. O’SHEE contended that this 
Amendment carried out the very objects 
which the hon. Member who had just 
sat down desired to further. He thought 
the shopkeepers would be glad if the 
Committee adopted this proposal, because 
then they would be in a better position 
to refuse credit. 


Mr. TULLY asked whether the protec- 
tion which the tenantsalready had was done 
away with under the clause as it stood. 
If the effect of the Bill was to remove 
| that protection he thought it should be 
| amended. 
| 
| *Mr. HUGH LAW said he recognised 
| the force of what the right hon. Gentleman 
had said when hestated that this was a very 
large question toengraft upon the Land Bill, 
|and for that reason he would not press 
| the Amendment. He did not move the 
| Amendment of his own whim or fancy, 








had very fewgombeen men. but the people | a8 the hon. Member for North Donegal 


largely depended upon the shopkeepers to | Seemed to suppose. 


make both ends meet. In some instances 
the people in six weeks had to make 
enough money to keep them a year. 
This Amendment struck at the small 
farmer and fisherman, and the result 
ot its operation would be that every 
shopkeeper who gave credit to a farmer 
whose holding was less than £20 rateable 
value would take care that he got a duly 
registered mortgage,andthe tenant would | 


He moved it in 
accordance with a resolution of the 
National Convention held in Dublin, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


THE Marquess oF HAMILTON 
(Londonderry) moved— 


In Clause 49, page 26, line 25, to insert 





‘This Section shall not apply to demesne or 
| other lands re-sold or sold under Section 3 of 
this Act.” 





have to pay thecosts. So far as his own |He said this clause was intended 
constituency wasconcerned it would mean | to take care of the present proprietor 
disaster, not only to the shopkeepers but | after he had purchased. He did not see 
to the very people whom the hon. and | why it should not refer also to the landlord 
learned Member wished to protect. It) who had sold his demesne and re-bought 
would absolutely destroy credit in Done-| it. Under the clause as it stood he 
gal, and he thought Donegal was typical | would not be able to sub-let his demesne 
of Connaught and other congested | without being tied to the apron strings of 
districts. Therefore he hoped the) the Land Commission. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, line 25, at end, to add the 
words, ‘ this section shall not apply to demesne 
or other lands resold or sold under Section 3 of 
this Act.’ ”—(The Marquass of Hamilton.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. DILLON said he wondered on 
what ground the noble Lord moved this 
Amendment. He thought it would set 
up an invidious distinction, and it was 
desirable to avoid any further distinctions 
between the different classes of men who 
were to use public money under the Act. 
The landlords who bought back their 
demesnes would become permanent pro- 
prietors so far as this Act was concerned. 
He did not see why they should be 
treated on a different footing from 
others. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB said there was a 
difference between the two cases. In 
one case the State advanced the whole of 
the purchase money, and in the other case 
it advanced only one-third of the price of 
the holdings sold. 


Mr. DILLON asked whether the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman would agree that 
the State was only to advance one-third 
of the purchase money. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said his noble friend 
had just handed in the Amendment, and 
he must have an opportunity of consider- 
ing it before stating what course he would 
take in regard to the proposal. His 
general view was that the permission for the 
landlord to sell his demesne and buy it 
back was a separate matter put into the 
Bill largely to induce the landlord to sell. 


The landlord must take his chances with | 


other people. He did not think they 


would be effecting equality by say- 
ing that all that was proper and 


applicable to a peasant proprietor was | 


proper and applicable to a home farm, 
or whatever it might be, which the 
landlord retained. 
Treasury was to induce the landlord to 
sell. He doubted the policy of restricting 
that inducement. He was not prepared 
to give a definite answer on an Amend- 
ment which he had not had an oppor- 
tunity of studying. 
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| THE Marquess oF HAMILTON said 
that he would bring up the matter on 
Report. He asked leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said this was a very 
| serious question if the right hon, Gentle- 
man proposed to introduce a provision 
allowing the landlords to sublet. When 
a landlord got money to buy the home 
farm it was on the assumption that he 
would reside on it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that what had 
been stated by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo showed that the Amendment 
required to be considered in connection 
with all the other proposals in the Bill. 
His idea was that the money was to be 
advanced to buy back the demesne as an 
inducement to the resident landlord to 
enjoy his property. He would consider 
whether it was possible to meet the 
proposal of his noble friend. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. O'SHEE called the attention of 
the Chief Secretary to the powers con- 
ferred by Clause 4, on trustees to acquire 
land for the purposes of the Labourers 
Act, and stated he was sure it was 
not intended or desired that trustees 
should be compelled to go to the 
Land Commission for permission to sub- 
let or subdivide for labourers’ allot- 
ments. That, however, was what they 
would have to do under this clause. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to con- 
sider this matter before Report. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he did not 
think the clause would apply to that, but 
he would consider the matter. 


Clause 49 agreed to. 

Clause 50— 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 26, line 26, to leave out the words 


*‘ subject to a perpetual rent-charge under this 
Act.”’—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


The object of the | 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 26, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘and the perpetual rent-charge.’” 
| Wyndham.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 50, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 51. 


Mr. HEALY said the clause contained 
the following sub-sections— 


(2) When any collector of poor rate becomes 
aware of any sub-division or letting of any such 
holding he shall, as soon as may be, give infor- 
mation thereof to the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion and Boundary Surveyor. 


“*(3) The district registrar of births and deaths 
shall, so soon as he is aware of the death of 
any person who was at the time of his death 
the proprietor of any such holding, situate in 
whole or in part within his district, give infor- 
mation to the Land Commission in the 
prescribed manner of such death. (4) Every 
district registrar and collector of poor rates 
who fails to comply with the requirements of 
this section shall be liable on summary convic- 
tion to a fine not exceeding ten pounds.” 


It appeared to him that the duty of 
collecting poor rates was already suffi- 
ciently difficult, but if he was to have 
this duty imposed on him, subject toa 
penalty of £10 for failure, he ought to be 
paid. The collectors were appointed for 


local purposes, but now they were to be | 


constituted Imperial officers. They would 
be looked upon as spies and informers, 
and if they were to be subject to this 
penalty they should get some such fee as 
was paid under the Jurors Act. 

He begged to move as a new sub- 
section— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 27, after Sub-section 5, to insert 
a new Sub-section ‘ (6) The fee to be prescribed 
by the Lord Lieutenant shall be payable by the 
Land Commission, in each case, to any official 
who gives information as is required by Sub- 
sections 2 and 3.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


CoLonEL NOLAN said that they 
would get a much lower class of poor 
rate collectors in the future than at 
present if the sub-section remained as it 
stood. At present the collector was 


imposed upon him by the clause was 
quite extraneous to a collector’s general 
work. He did not think the right hon 


Gentleman, if he lived in the country, | 


would like to give the information. 
VOL, CXXIV, ([FourtH Serizs.] 
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| penalty 
| to the remuneration. 


looked upon as a commercial man of | position now to say what the remunera- 


some importance, and the duty to be | fine should be. 
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Mr. TULLY said that at present the 

| poor rate collector had to give inform:.- 
tion under the Franchise Act. He had 
to state any changes that had taken 
place in the occupancy of the holding. 
But for that work he was paid extra ; 
'and if he had to do anew, and, to a 
certain extent, an invidious duty— 
which might be a perfectly proper 
duty—to prevent sub-division, he was 
entitled to extra payment. The fee 
should be the same as he got under the 
Franchise Act and the Jurors Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said they were all 
agreec that sub-division was an evil, and 
that it could not be prevented unless 
information of the sub-division was 
obtained through the poor rate collector. 
So far as he knew that official was the 
only person who could give the informa- 
tion. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
had raised the point that it would be 
unfair to impose new duties on existing 
officers without extra pay. He ad- 
mitted the force of the contention 
that new duties imposed upon an 
official should carry with them some 
remuneration, and he agreed to con- 
sider this point in consultation with 
the Vice-President of the Local 
Government Board. He could not go 
further at present than that, and he 
could not accept the words of the 
Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was 
satisfied with the assurance of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and would 
withdraw the Amendment. At the 
same time, he maintained that a fine 
,of £10 was excessive for a first offence, 
although he could understand that 
fine being imposed for the third or 
fourth offence. Under the Franchise 
Act the fine was only 40s. 

Mr. WYNDHAM aaid that the 
should have some relation 
He was not ina 


tion should be, and, therefore, what the 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 51 agreed to. 
3D 
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Clause 52. Commissioners; and unless the two 
Commissioners were agreed nothing 


Mr. DILLON said he had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to delete from Sub- 
section 4, the words “not more than 
one year’s arrears of” for the purpose 
of ascertaining the full meaning of 
these words. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 27, lines 41 and 42, to leave out 
the words ‘not more than one year’s’ and 
insert the word ‘no.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Question proposed ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this pro- 
vision was a restriction on the powers of 
the Land Judge’s Court. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that it was 
only right that he should state that the 
Land Judge exercised his jurisdiction in 
regard to arrears in the most clement 
manner, 


Mr. DILLON said that after the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man he would withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 52 agreed to. 
Clause 53. 


Mr. DILLON said he had an Amend- 
ment to leave out Subsection 2, which 
he had put down for the purpose of 
eliciting some information. He wanted 
to know why one Commissioner instead 
of two was to make the report. 


Amendment proposed— 
“*In page 28, line 4, to leave out Sub-section 
1.°—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That Sub-section 
1 stand part of the clause.” 


happened. That was the trouble. The 
case was handed on to two other 
Commissioners, and very often a 
considerable time elapsed before any 
decisive result was achieved. It was 
now proposed that the report should be 
sent in by only one Land Commissioner ; 
and if there was any difference of opinion 
between the Land Judge and the 
was to be 


Commissioner the case 
referred to three Commissioners; and 
when it was referred to three Com- 


missioners a result must be arrived at. 


Mr. DILLON said that one of the 
reasons why he put down his Amendment 
was to ascertain clearly what the 
machinery was to be. The right hon. 
Gentleman had not informed the Com- 
mittee on that point. He said that the 





| Committee were not now dealing with 


the Estates Commissioners, but with the 
Land Commissioners. By a subsequent 
clause, however, Mr. Murrough O’Brien 
was to be kicked out ; Mr. Lynch was to 
retire; and Mr. Wrench was to be 
appointed an Estates Commissioner. 
There would then only remain Mr. 
Fitzgerald and Judge Meredith. Were 
all the reports to be made by them? If 
so, it would be perfectly monstrous. 
It was perfectly plain that if the 
reports were not made by the Estates 
Commissioners they would have to be 
made by Judge Meredith and Mr. Fitz- 
gerald ; and that would be a very mis- 
chievous proceeding. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the whole of the 
clause would be either useless or mis- 
chievous. It was not the Land Com- 
missioners who made the report ; they only 
signed it. As far as the clause was con- 
cerned, it merely dispensed with the 
signatures of the Land Commissioners, 
and was introduced to cover the naked- 
/ness of the Land Commission, which, as 
| soon as the Bill was passed, would consist 
| only of the gentleman named by the hon. 
|Member for East Mayo, It was the 
report of the journeyman who was sent 





Mr. WYNDHAM said the section was | down to the county that was signed by 


intended to amend the present practice | the Commissioners. 


under Section 40 of the Act of 1896. 


The futility of fair 
/rent appeals had often been commented 


They were not now dealing with the | upon; but, after all, if the Court did not 


Estates Commissioners but with the 


But 


| see the farm it heard the evidence. 


Land Commissioners. When Judge Ross | in those cases the Commissioners neither 
asked for a report it was sent in by two; heard the evidence nor saw the farm. 
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The entire section was absolutely futile | 


and of novalue ; and, whether it was left in 
or taken out, exactly the same amount of 
judicial acumen would be applied to the 
report, whether it was signed by one 
person or two persons. The report 
did not really represent the opinion of the 


gentlemen who signed it. The delay to’ 


which the right hon. Gentleman referred 
was not a judicial delay; it was an 
attorney’s delay or a receiver's delay, and 
had no connection with the judicial persons 
concerned. It was also provided that 


Section 40 was not to apply to the case of | 


a present occupier under a_ letting. 


It had been already provided in the Bill | 


that Court-letting holdings should only 
be sold to the extent of £1,000 
advance ; and it was now proposed that 
the section should not apply at all in 
cases of demesne land, or land suitable 
for building sites. That looked magni- 
ficent ; it looked a paternal exercise of 
jurisdiction by the Land Judge. But the 
real intention was to screw up the price 
in favour of the landlord as against the 
unfortunate tenant. The Judge might 
be told that there was land in the 
neighbourhood of Skibbereen suitable 
for building. How could the Judge 
know that? Of course, some agent or 
receiver, anxious to screw an additional 
sum out of the tenants, might tell him. 
Then there were to be no townparks ; 
but with two or three exceptions every 
city and town in Ireland was shrinking 
It was alsoto be provided that where 
the Land Commission reported that 
three-fourths of the tenants would not 


Section 40. Had any such case arisen ? 
If so, he was not aware of it. The 
whole clause was either of no value at 
all, or was purely mischievous; and it 
would be better for the right hon. 
Gentleman, instead of taking the official 
view, to strike it out altogether. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that the 
clause provided that one Commis- 
sioner was to inspect the land, and 
make a report, and that if the Land 
Judge disagreed with that report, 
three Commissioners were to report. 
But after the Bill was passed there would 
not be three Land Commissioners left. 
That was the difficultyewhich he saw. 
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| Mr. WYNDHAM said that perhaps 
the words he used were not clear enough 
to convey his meaning. He meant the 
Committee were not dealing with the 
| Estates Commissioners as Estates Com- 
missioners; but the Estates Commis- 
/sioners would also be Land Commis- 
sioners; and no doubt Mr. Finucane 
and Mr. Bailey would be available under 
the section. It was not a very large 
| question, as there would not be so many 


Section 40 sales in the future. He 


submitted to the Committee that it was 
a perfectly short and fair plan that one 
Commissioner should make a_ report, 
and that if the Land Judge did not agree 


with him, three Commissioners should 


report. At present a case might go 
through the whole roster of the Land 
Commission before a decision was arrived 
at. The hon. Member for North Louth 
took exception to Paragraph 2; but 
that introduced safeguards to prevent 
parks being sold. Where the landlord 
wanted his park it was provided that he 
‘should have it; but where he did not 
want it, he did not see why it should not 
be dealt with in order to enlarge very 
small holdings in the locality. It was 
not a matter which affected the State or 
the landlord ; it was a matter which 
affected the smaller tenants. 


*Mr. O’SHEE said that in his opinion 
the new provision would make for delay. 
In the first place, it was based on a 
hypothesis which had never materialised 
in fact. There were very few cases during 


_the twenty-two years in which the Land 
sell, the Land Judge was not to apply | 


Acts were in operation in which the two 
Commissioners had disagreed, because 
they always adopted the principle of 
splitting the difference. How the sub- 
section would work out would be as 
follows: Judge Ross had declared over 
and over again in public Court that it was 
an accepted principle in the conduct of 
his proceedings that he would never 
accept a lower price than the Commis- 
sioners reported ought to be taken, except 
at the request of the incumbrancers 
or owner or both. The result would be 
that where the single Commissioner, 
now to be substituted for the two Com- 
missioners, was in disagreement with thie 
Land Judge it would always be because 
the Land Judge considered the advance 
too low, and the only object of referring 
the matter to the three Commissioners was 
3D2 
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to induce them to accept the view of the 
Land Judge that theadvancefirstsuggested 
was too small. The result would be to 
put up the price. He thought the section 
referred to did not refer to the Land Com- | 
missioners. It dealt with the Commis- 
sioners sent by the Land Commissioners to 
inspect the holding and not with the Land 
Commissioners who sat in Dublin.’ The 
language of the section was very vague | 
and it ought to be made clear. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that here, as 
in every other case, the Government pro- 
posed to reverse the decision of the Court 
of Appeal, and to reverse it in a sense 
injurious to the tenants, as they had 
already reversed it in the case of Lord 
Owen's estates. He had been very curious | 
to see what this Section 40 meant, and 
he had assumed, as anyone would assume, 
that there was some machinery in it 
which entitled Judge Ross to refer the 
matter back to the Land Commission, but 
upon looking it up he found there was no 
machinery whatever. This was a most 
mischievous proposal. It must be remem- 
bered that nobody saw these holdings at 
all except the inspector. The Land Com- 
missioners did not see them. The Land 
Judge did not see them. The Land 
Commissioner signed the report. The 
words of the section were— 


**The Land Commissioners shall at the 
request of the Land Judge cause the estate to 
be inspected.” 


They having caused it to be inspected 
and fixed the price, Judge Ross, who had 
not seen the property, thought he was 
entitled to put the price by the Land 
Court, which had seen it, which he 
had no power todo. This was an attempt 
to reverse the decision of a Court of equal 
jurisdiction with his own. This was 
part of the Murrough O’Brien conspiracy. 
Of that he was satisfied. First of all the 
Government provide that the Land 
Commission shall consist of only one man, 
and then, if Judge Ross is not satisfied 
with the price that has been arrived at, 
he is to get that man to raise it. This 
was an anti-Murrough O’Brien section 
and was designed to turn Mr. Murrough 
O’Brien out. He hoped Mr. Murrough 
O'Brien would sit tight and refuse to be 
turned out. Judge Ross had no power 
to refer the matter back to the Land 
Commissioners, who were the persons to 
inspect the land. All he could do was | 

Mr. O’Shee. ; 
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to ask the receiver for a report. The 


receiver was not an independent person 


at all as compared with the Land Com- 
The Estate receiver had 
no object whatever except to enhance the 
value of the report. It was quite clear 
that the class of drafting which ran 
through so many sections of the Bill was 
personal drafting. This clause, he would 
venture to say, was drafted in the Land 
Judge’s Court and sent to the right hon. 
Gentleman direct from that Court, and 
whoever drew it drew it solely with the 
view of humiliating Mr. Murrough 
O’Brien, or at any rate with the view of 
depriving the tenants of his fairness and 
independence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
accept the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 
account of the origin of the clause. 
He believed the provisions of this clause 
would make Section 40 work more 
smoothly and would not prejudice the 
tenants. 


Mr. DILLON said he put down the 
Amendment for the purpose of eliciting 
some explanation from the right hon. 
Gentleman, and if he were right in believ- 
ing that if Sub-section 3 came into force 
and Section 40 of the Act of 1896 was 
suspended that the Estates;Commissioners 
could proceed under Section 6 of the 
present Bill, he would withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said Sub-section 3 
was drafted to deal with cases where the 
Land Commissioners sold without any 
advance at all. In those cases under 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896 nothing 
happened and the Commissioners had to 
deal with the case as a congested estate. 


Mr. TULLY said it came to this: that 
a single Estate Commissioner could make 
a report as to what should be sold and, if 
Judge Ross agreed with the Commissioner, 
they could settle the matter between 
them. Under this clause Wrench and 
Judge Ross would be able to sell an 
unencumbered estate, and Finucane and 
Bailey would have nothing to say. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether the 
hon. Member would after the word ‘‘ con 
sideration” insert “on any question 
except that of pgice.” It had been 
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decided that Judge Ross had no power 
to enhance the price fixed by the Land 
Commissioners, and this was simply an 
attempt to enable him to say—‘ The 
price is not big enough ; I want you to 
give more.” Unless the provision was 
intended to be hostile to the tenants, 
some such words as had been suggested 
were necessary. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the object of 


the sub-section was obvious. By Section | 
40 of the Act of 1896 more than one | 


Commissioner was concerned in deter- 
mining the value of the holdings and the 


sum to be advanced. Those Commis- | 


sioners might disagree, and this sub- 
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section was intended to solve the diffi- | 


culty. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that no such dis- 


agreements had ever been heard of. It 
was impossible for these Gentlemen to 
have disagreed, because if they disagreed 
they could not make a report ; they had 
invariably made a report, therefore they 
had not disagreed. This proposal was 
simply an effort to enable Judge Ross 
to get over the decision of the Court of 
Appeal by which it was laid down that 
he had no authority to raise prices. 


Mr. TULLY thought some attention 
should be given to a point which arose 
when the zones did not exist in their 
entiretv. The sub-section simply meant 
that Judge Ross could force prices above 
the maximum. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Land Bill, 
Amendment proposed— 
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“In page 28, line 87, after the word ‘ recon- 
sideration’ to insert the words ‘on any ques- 
tion other than one of price.’ ”—(Mr. ? Mm. 
Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That 


words be there inserted.”’ 


those 


Mr. WYNDHAM reminded the hon. 
Member than on an earlier clause the 
Government had not seen their way to 
take away from Judge Ross the discre- 
tion indubitably vested in him to 
pro‘ect the interests of mortgagees and 
others in the estate. The decisions 
under Section 40, as he understood, 
were that Judge Ross must sell; he 
might not fix the price, but he could go 


/on refusing prices to the end of time if 


Mr. T. M. HEALY moved the insertion | 


of words limiting the reconsideration to 


“‘any question other than one of price.” | 


The Land Judge would still be able to 
obtain from the Land Commission a 
report on any conceivable subject 
except that of price over which the 


Court of Appeal had decided he had no | 


jurisdiction. If such jurisdiction was to 
be given, it ought to be done by actual 
words. As it stood, the provision was 
an indirect means of enabling Judge 


he held that the prices were unjust to 
the persons whose interests he had to 
protect. This sub-section was intended 
to bring such a conflict to an issue as 
rapidly as possible. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Chief Secre- 
tary’s statement was inaccurate with re- 
gard to Section 40. The Land Judge could 
not go on refusing,he was compelled by 
statute to makea definite offer to the 
tenant. The meaning of that was that 
as soon as the report came in from the 
Land Commission, the encumbrancer 
or any outside person might offer more, 
but the Land Judge was bound at 
some figure to give the right of pre-emp- 
tion to the tenant. There could not 
be indefinite delay. The clause proposed 
an entire change of procedure, for which 
no case whatever had been made out. 
The proposal was simply that where 
there were no higher offers, the Land 
Judge was to refer the report back, and, 
because he thought the price not high 
enough, to bring to his aid Mr. Justice 
Meredith and Mr. Justice Fitzgerald to 
overrule Mr. Murrough O’Brien ina pure 
question of price. Such achange would 
be most mischievous to the interests of 


‘the tenants, and was a reflection on the 


Ross to subvert the law of the land ; it | 


could have no other meaning. 


draftsman of Clause 40—a clause which 
the right hon. Gentleman had declared 
to be one of the best drafted sections 
that had ever passed the British 


| Parliament. 
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say that the business of Judge Ross was 
to consider the interests of all parties, 
and to make to the tenants such an 
offer as he considered just and reasonable. 
He had power to fix the price ; but he 
had no power to fix the amount of the 
advance. Those two things ought not 
to be confounded. No such substantial 
change of procedure as had been sug- 
gested was being made. 


Mr. TULLY said that unless the 
Amendment of the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth was accepted it 
would lead toa great screwing up of 
prices. Mr. Sexton’s view was that the 
result of the operation of this proposal 
would be to induce the Land Judges to 
put the screw on the tenants. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it seemed to 
him that the answer of the Attorney- 
General was a mere technicality, because 
the price and the advance were the same 
thing so far as the tenant was concerned. 
The tenant could only offer what the 
Land Commission advanced and the 
effect of this Amendment would be that 
a larger sum would be granted. No 
delays had arisen by reason of the action 
of the Land Commission. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Clause 54 agreed to. 
Clause 55. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said that the object 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. ATKINSON was understood to | 
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money as the price at which they 
sold these worthless reversions. The 
Amendment proposed that these re- 
versions should be valued like every 
other superior interest was valued by the 
Land Commission, at whatever was con - 
sidered to be a fair value. He begged to 
move the Amendment standing in his 
name. 





| Amendment proposed— 


Bey In page 29, line 27, after the word ‘ Dublin,” 
|to insert the words ‘(5) The expression 
| **superior interest ” in Section 31, Sub-section 
| 8 of the Act of 1896 shall include any reversion 
| or remainder of the Crown expectant upon the 
| determination of any estate in the lands sold 
| to any person, and the price or compensation 
to be paid in respect of the redemption of the 
same shall be determined in the manner pro- 
| vided by Section 3] of the Act of 1896 as 
| amended by this Act in respect of superior 
| interests vested in the Crown expectant on 
| the determination of any lease or term.”’ 
| (Mr. Butcher.) 


be 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words: 
there inserted.” 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Has the hon. 
|Member obtained the assent of the 
‘Crown? It seems to me that this 
Amendment would endanger the in- 
| terest of the Crown. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the hon. 
Member for York might be committed 
for high treason. 


| Mr. BUTCHER said he certainly had 
not obtained the assent of the Crown, 
but he thought the Chief Secretary 
might do so, and thus sweep away what 





of his Amendment was to ensure that | was undoubtedly a serious blot upon 
certain Crown reversions should be | the operation of this Bill. The effect. 
valued like any other Crown interest by | was to enable the Treasury to get 1 
the Land Commission and should be got | per cent. of the purchase money for 
rid of under the sale to the tenant. | property which was worth nothing at 
Some of these reversions were a most | gl. Upon this point he supposed he 
singular class of property which in the | should have the support of hon. Mem- 
open market would not fetch one) bers from Ireland representing both 
farthing. It had been decided that this | landlords and tenants, and if the assent 
particular class of reversions with which | of the Crown was necessary he asked the 
the Amendment dealt were not superior | Chief Secretary to get that assent. 
interests vested in the Crown under the 

Act of 1896. The value of these rever-| *T'nuz CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
sions was not estimated like all other | this is an Amendment which can be 
reversions, and the result was that the| moved unless the hon. Member is 
Treasury, acting through the Commis- | prepared to say that he has obtained the 
sioners of Woods and Forests, de-| assent of the Crown. If he has not 
manded 1 per cent. of the purchase | done so his Amendment is out of order. 
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Mr. BUTCHER asked the Chief 
Secretary whether he would take steps 
to obtain the assent of the Crown and 
introduce a similar proposal on Report. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! It 
is|out of order to move this proposal 
without having previously obtained the 
assent of the Grown. 


Mr. BUTCHER said that Sub-section 
6 of Clause 55 left it at the discretion of 
the Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
to remit any case involving a question of 
law or other question to the proper legal 
authority. His Amendment made the 
sub-section read that the Commissioners 
would be bound to remit such a question 
which ought not to be left to their 
discretion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 29, line 28, to leave out the word 
‘may, and insert the word ‘ shall.’”—(Mr. 
Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “‘That the word 
‘may’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. O’SHEE said that any Amend- 
ment intended to stir up the Woods 
Commissioners was most important, for 
they had been the cause of numerous 
delays in the past. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this clause 
had been drafted after very long 
conferences between the Irish Govern- 
ment and the Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests, and this proviso was put in 
for the purpose of relieving them from 
those obligations. Under these circum- 
stances he did not think it would be 
proper to accept this Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he thought 
that the action of the Government 
in this matter was hardly fair, 
because the whole of this money was 
taken out of Ireland and spent in 
England, and not one sixpence of it went 
to Ireland. This was a a question of 
procedure to compel the Commissioners to 
do what they really ought to do as a matter 
of course, and that was to remit cases 
to the Land Judge or the Land Com- 
mission involving questions of law. 
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Was that an unreasonable thing? Why 
should this Department, because it 
happened to be connected with Royal 
properties, have a right superior to any 
other Department of the State? 
Surely the landlord was entitled to 
some better protection. Considering 
how strongly the landlords fought the 
Nationalists when they got some con- 
cession from the Government, he was 
amazed at their patience. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the hon. 
and learned Member for Louth was 
probably aware that, as far as the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests were 
concerned, drastic changes in connection 
with Crown property were not always 
very favourably received. 


Me. BUTCHER said he could not 
conceive why the Commissioners of 
Woods should be entitled to decide 
questions of law. They were not a legal 
body, and if questions of law came before 
them these questions should be remitted 
to the Land Judge. It was the right of 
every subject to have his case referred 
to a Court of law, and he did not see 
why anyone should be deprived of that 
right when the Commissioners of Woods 
were concerned. 


Mr. WYNDHAM did not think he 
could make any modification of the 
clause. The Amendment of his hon. 
friend would not run with other 
parts of the clause. He would con- 
sider the matter, for it was not easy to 
see at short notice how the clause could 
be amended. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
any objection to the defeat of the 
Government on the Amendment. 
Perhaps it might have some effect on 
the Commissioners of Woods. 


Mr. WYNDHAM ssid he would have 
a great objection to the defeat of the 
Government. Besides, this financial 
clause was bound up with other financial 
clauses to which the representatives of 
the tenants attached great importance. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. BUTCHER moved to substitute 
** Judicial Commissioner” for ‘ Land 
Commission ” in Sub-section (6). 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 29, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘ Land Commission’ and insert the words 
‘Judicial Commission.’”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he _ would 
accept that. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BUTCHER moved an Amend- 
ment dealing with the question of 
costs in cases where the Com- 
missioners of Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenues are parties. When the Com- 
missioners of Woods embarked in a 
litigation in which they were unsuccess- 
ful they should pay the costs of the 
successful party. The old theory that 
costs should not be awarded against 
the Crown in unsuccessful actions was 
antiquated and wrong. He asked the 
Chiet Secretary to see that the Com- 
missioners of Woods, when wrong, should 
pay in the same way as a private 
individual who was unsuccessful. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 29, line 35, at end, to add the words 
‘(8) In all cases in which the Commissioners of 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, are 
parties to any proceedings in the High Court 
or the Land Commission, the Court or Judge 
shall have power to award costs to or against 
said Commissioners.’ ”»—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed “That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said he agreed with 
his hon. and learned friend to a great 
extent. The whole question of costs 
in cases where the Crown was concerned 
required consideration. This was not 
the proper time for that, nor was this 
the proper clause on which to propose 
such a change. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that 
words should be added so that Sub- 
section 7 would run in this way—‘“ Rules 
for the purpose of this section shall be 
made by the Commissioners of Woods, 
with the approval of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and such rules may include rules 
as tothe award of costs to or against 








the Commissioners of Woods.” That 
would enable the Commissioners of 
Woods to make the rules. The Attorney- 
General said this was not the time for 
making such a change in the law. He 
had always noticed that was the reply 
when an inconvenient proposal was 
made. This would be an admirable 
occasion for making the change. There 
was no time like the present, and he 
thought his proposal to leave it optional 
to the Commissioners to make rules was 
a suitable compromise. 





Mr. WYNDHAM said he was not in 
a position to deal with the matter at 
present. The question was entirely for 
the Treasury, and he would have it 
considered before the Report stage, but 
he could not hold out any great hope 
that a change would be made. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY was amazed at 
the landlords of Ireland standing up for 
a proposal of this kind. He reminded 
the Committee that this was a question 
affecting the interests of tenants, for . 
sales would be hung up while these 
matters were being determined. He 
remembered that Lord Ormonde’s estate 
took at least eighteen months to litigate. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to accept some such sug- 
gestion as he had just adumbrated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was not 
in a position to accept the suggestion 
at present, but he would consider the 
matter before Report. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY appealed to the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury to give favourable 
consideration to the Amendment. This 
was not a matter to be passed over in a 
cursory or summary manner. He was 
sorry they had not the advantage of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s presence, 
because they knew the right hon, Gentle- 
man was in favour of free trade and con- 
cessions of that kind being made. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 








again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


IRISH LAND BILL, 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Glause 55. 


Another Amendment proposed. 


“In page 29, line 35, at the end, to add the 
words, (8) In all cases in which the Commis- 
sioners of Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues 
are parties to any proceedings in the High 
Court or the Land Commission, the Court or 
Judge shall have power to award costs to or 
against said Commissioners.” —( Mr. Butcher. ) 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there added.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the question 
of whether the remainder in fact could 
be proved must depend on a large num- 
ber of circumstances. Some of these 
remainders had been created by deed as 
far back as Edward III., and were depend- 
ent on certain individuals of clans, tribes 
or families. Take the family of Butler. 
In Ireland there were tens of thousands 
of Butlers. The reversion expectant on 
the death of a Butler would involve en- 
quiry as to whether that Butler was the 
true Butler. The Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests, sitting in an office in 
Dublin, were the persons to determine 
the value of the reversion expectant and 
whether a suit should be launched in 
respect of it. He put it to the Chief 
Secretary, was it fair or reasonable that 
they should begin legislation of that kind, 
and put the parties who were owners in 
presentee to enormous expense, and when 
they were beaten, as he hoped they would 
be in every case, that they should escape 
scatheless from the burden which was 
imposed upon the humblest of litigants ? 
He put this from the point of view of the 
dignity of the Crown itself, in whose 
name so much unnecessary litigation 
was commenced. If it had been a land- 
lord question he should have no interest 
in it, but he looked at it from the tenant’s 
point of view. Take the case of a 
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solicitor selling an estate. He would have 
to make copies of an enormous number 
of deeds, some of which would Le written 
in Latin or old Norman, which would be 
very difficult to read, which the 
Commissioners of Woods would not be 
able to read, and which he did not 
believe even the Chief Secretary, with all 
his attainments, would be able to read. 
In fact, there was only one person who 
could read them, and that was Mr. Wale, 
who had just been raised to the magistracy 
of Dublin. And while all this was being 
done the tenants would be waiting to 
have the fee-simple vested inthem. This 
would not oceur only in one case but in 
tens of thousands of cases, because every- 
one knew that the tendency of a family 
in Ireland was not to perish, and the 
question of a family having perished 
would not arise, and it was not fair that 
the burden and the intolerable delay 
involved should be thrown upon the 
people. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said he would consider this matter on the 
Report stage, but it could not be put off 
till then. It was a matter of finance, and 
the right hon. Gentleman knew very 
well that if he attempted to deal with a 
matter of finance on Report, Mr. Speaker 
would rule him out of order. It was a 
matter that must be determined here and 
now. It could not be raised in the House 
of Lords, because it was a matter of 
Commons privilege. He therefore sug- 
gested that the rules should include a 
rule as to the awarding of costs. Up to 
now both the landlords and tenants had 
treated the Government very fairly. 
They had not pressed their objections 
unduly, and it would be deplorable that a 
division should be taken at this time 
when the Government had not their 
forces behind them. This would rest 
like the mildew of delay upon the whole 
process of the Irish Courts, and if these 
actions were started at all they ought to 
be started under a penalty for costs. 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. JAMEs CAMPBELL, Dublin 
University) thought the hon. and learned 
Member attached undue importance to 
this question. It was an absolutely 
insignificant matter. It would be impos- 
sible for the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests to start a number of actions as 
the hon. Member suggested they might. 
The Commissioners of Woods were not a 
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corporation, and had no power to pursue | 


in their own name. 


They had a power 


to appear in,the Land Judge’s Court to | 
protect the interests of the Crown, but it | 


was always open to the Judge to order 


the question to be determined by action | 
at law; and in that case the action | 


must be entered by the Attorney-General, 


and in the event of its being unsuccessful | 


there was the ordinary litigant’s liability 
for costs. In 


99 cases out of 100, 
tne claim of the Commissioners in the | 


Land Judge’s Court was admitted, so | 
| on Report torecommit the Billon this point 


that the whole matter was really unim- 
portant. 


of the hon. and learned Gentleman had 
only proved that the position of the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests was 
more untenable than he had thought, 
because it came to this, that if they in- 
dulged in litigation outside the Land 
Court they had to proceed through the 
medium of the Attorney-General, and 


were liable to costs if unsuccessful ; | 


whereas in any proceedings _ before 


the Land Court or the Land Judge | 
they were to get off without costs | 


at all. He asked that they should 
be placed on the same footing in the 
Land Court as they were in other Courts. 
He understood that the subject was 
under consideration, but he thought it 
would be unwise to allow this question 
to go. They had now an opportunity, 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said he was far from 
saying that anything the hon. and 
learned Gentleman had urged was un- 
reasonable, but he would ask him to 
listen while he replied to the hon. 
Member for York who had urged that 
they should not allow this question to 
go now that they had got hold of it. It 
might be a possibly harassing element 
imported into land purchase in Ireland, 
but in spite of his best endeavours he 
had not been able to deal with Crown 
rights in this Bill. They would all agree 
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when it could be adjusted. When the 


| Bill had become an Act, and experience 
| had shown the exceptional position of 
*Mr. BUTCHER said the explanation | 


these reversionary interests, it would be 
easy to convince Parliament of the 
necessity of dealing with the matter 
in an exceptional way. To pursue 
the controversy now only retarded 
the Committee stage of the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said if the right 
hon. Gentleman would undertake to 
recommit the Bill on Clause 55 he 
would not pursue the question. He 
accepted the position which the right 
hon. Gentleman had taken—viz., that 


'he would, on the Report stage, agree 


as he understood, of putting the Com- | 
missioners of Woods and Forests on an | 


intelligible basis. They could put them 
in a reasonable position to-night, and he 
hoped they would do so, and that the 
Chief Secretary would allow them to 
put an end to the peculiar and unreason- 


able position in which they now found 


these Commissioners. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY 
extent the hon. and learned Gentleman 
had met the position. He thought the 
best way to deal with the matter now 
would be to provide at the end of the 
clause that no proceedings should be 
taken under this clause by the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests except 
in the name of the Attorney-General. 
He did not see, after what had been said, 
that the right hon. Gentleman could 
object to that. 


Mr. James Campbell. 


said to some! 


to the recommittal of Clause 55, if 
it was necessary to argue this question 
of Crown rent. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said that after the 
assurance of the right hon. Gentleman, 
he would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 55, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 56. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 30, line 6, at end to add the words— 
‘(3) The trustees of any estate sold under this 
Act or the Public Trustee may, after liquida- 
tion of all liabilities, on the application of the 
landlord or his representatives, advance out of 
the purchase money to the landlord a sum not 
exceeding one year’s purchase.’”—(Dr. Thomp- 


son.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he was not 
quite sure whether this Amendment 
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was really an Amendment to the clause, 
or whether it ought not to come as a 
separate clause. Perhaps the hon. 
Member would elucidate ? 


Dr. THOMPSON said he was not 
quite sure himself whether the Amend- 
ment was relevant. The object was to 
further induce, if possible, the landlord 
to sell by enabling the trustees or the 
Public Trustee to give him a year’s rent 
out of the money at their disposal. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the land- 
lord would get any balance that was left 
after all the charges against the estate 
were satisfied; but the idea of the 
trustees paying away one year’s rent out 
of trust funds which did not belong to 
them was absurd, and it was perfectly 
impossible to authorise anything of the 
kind. 


Dr. THOMPSON said he might state 
that the Amendment had been drawn 
up for him by a lawyer. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 56 agreed to. 

Clause 57 agreed to. 

Clause 58. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 30, line 28, to leave out the words 
‘Land Commission, and insert the words 
‘Judicial Commissioner.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That the words 
‘Land Commission ’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he could 
quite understand the Judicial Com- 
missioner going in where there was a 
question of law ; but this was a question 
of price, and what had the Judicial 
Commissioner to do with that ? 


Mr. ATKINSON pointed out that the 
price was to be determined by the Land 
Commission or the Land Judge. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that the 
Land Judge was practically an 
auctioneer. 
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Mr T. M. HEALY said that the most 
ignorant man would have to yield to 
argument. He suggested to the hon. 
and learned Member to leave things as 
they were. In his opinion, it did not 


matter a button whether the price was. 


determined by the Land Commission 
or the Judicial Commissioner. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) 


moved :— 

“In Clause 58, page 30, line 29, at end, add 
‘and in no case s all the redemption price of 
the superior interest to which any holding is 
subject (including the cost of proving the title 
to such superior interest) exceed the amount 
of the purchase money advanced in respect of 
such holding, exclusive of any percentage pay- 
= the vendor under Section 43 of this. 
ac 
He said that when the middleman land- 
lord and the occupying tenant came to 
adjust their respective interests the 
head landlord would in many cases 
get all the benefit, and the middle- 
man landlord, without whose consent 
the sale could not be carried out, 
would get nothing. If the middleman 
agreed to sell, he would be subjecting 
himself to an immense amount of cost, 
and trouble and in the end would 
have the mortification of seeing the 
owner of the superior interest quietly 
pocketing the whole of the money 
given in respect of the tranaction. 
Human nature being what it is, it 
was very certain that in these circum- 
stances many middlemen landlords would 
decide to hold on to their land, if the 
clause were carried in its present form, and 
a very large number of tenants would be 
debarred trom becoming the owners of 
their holdings. He was desirous that the 
same facilities should be given to oceupy- 
ing tenants who held under middlemen 
landlords as were granted to tenants who 
held under other tenures. But the clause 
as it stood practically asked the middle- 
men landlords, whv had been very hard 
hit by the two reductions of rent which 
they had had to make to their tenants, to 


bear the whole of any loss resulting from‘ 


the scheme of land purchase. That, in 
his judgment, was unfair. If the pur- 
chase advance, apart from the bonus, was 
insufficient to meet all the charges on the 
land, then the various interests concerned, 
including that of the head owner, should 
bear a proportionate share of the loss con- 
nected’ with the transfer of the land. 


1470 





1471 Trish 


Amendment proposed— |. 


“ Tn page 30, line 29, at end, to add the =| 


‘and in no case shall the redemption rice of | 
the superior interest to which any holding is | 
subject (including the cost of proving the 
title to such superior interest) exceed the 
amount of the purchase money advanced in 
respect of such holding, exclusive of any per- 
centage, payable to the vendor under Section 
43 of this Act.’ ”_(Mr. Lonsdale.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
accept the Amendment, which, in his 
opinion, would be absolutely unworkable 
and wreck the whole Bill. Land tenure 
in Ireland was already sufficiently compli- 
cated without introducing another compli- 
cation. Perhaps his hon. friend meant to 
take a general bird’s eye view of the whole 
estate, but the words he proposed to 
introduce were unnecessary, because they 
could not take more out of the purchase 
price than there was in it. 


*Mr. LONSDALE said that what he | 
wanted was that the middleman landlord | 
should not bear the whole cost of the | 
transfer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the> 
Amendment did not state that. There | 
was a great inducement to the middle- 
men landlords to sell, irrespective of all 
matters connected with the redemption 
of the superior interest. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY confessed that he 
could not see how the case raised by the 
hon. Member for Mid Armagh was to be 
met. When the redemption price was 
more than the advance, what was to 
happen then? Where was the money to 
come from? The question would have to 
be grappled with when the Trinity 
College estates came up for review. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he admitted 
that the Trinity College case was more 
unique and complicated than any other, 
and it would come up later on. It had 
been said that under the Ashbourne Act 
the proceedings had gone on perfectly | 
well, that under that Act the superior | 
interest was taken out of the purchase | 
money, but that occurred very rarely. 
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\for more than twenty-five years. 
| doubt there were difficulties, and that was 
the main reason why he proposed to give 
the bonus to the vendor. 


| solution 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said that under ex- 
isting procedure it was clearly a case for 
| arbitration ; but under this Bill there was 
an appeal to the Land J udge, or Judicial 
Commissioner. He knew of no case of 


the redemption of the superior interest 
No 


The proposal 
in the Bill was, on the whole, a vast im- 
provement on the existing procedure. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the 
answer of the right hon. Gentleman 
practically amounted to this, that they 
could not meet the difficulty that had 
arisen, and that the cases were not 
numerous. But such cases did exist. 
The Chief Secretary had hinted that 
when the amount of funds was limited, 
they should cut their coat according to 
their cloth, but that did not solve the 
difficulty. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL pointed out 
that the number of cases in which the 
redemption money would be insufficient 
would be very few indeed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM suggested that the 
clause provided a_ rough - and - ready 
which would go far to meet 
the difficulty raised by the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Mid Armagh. 
If, after the Bill had been in operation 
some years, cases of exceptional difficulty 
arose, they could be dealt with by their 
successors should Parliameut see fit to 
do so. No doubt there were difficulties, 
but the general plan of giving the bonus 
to the vendor would, in his opinion, 
afford the best solution—if a rough-and- 
ready one—in ninety-nine cases of diffi- 
culty out of every hundred. 


Mr. FLAVIN referred to the action of 
Trinity College, Dublin, in raising the 
rents of the middlemen by 45 per cent., 
whereas the rents had been reduced 
_by 40 per cent. through the operation of 
the Land Act. These middlemen would 
not be induced by this Bill to sell, 
especially as Trinity College was holding 


| out for a redemption of the head rent at 


twenty-seven years. Some 7,000 tenants 


Mr. T. M, HEALY said it had occurred | were affected by this, and it was, there- 
within the last three months. 





| fore, a very serious matter. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said he could only 
repeat that the case of Trinity College 
was one of great complexity, but he did 
not see how the Amendment would solve 
the difficulty. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We had better 
defer this discussion till we come to the 
question of Trinity College. 


Mr. LONSDALE asked leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) asked 
how the head rents were to be dealt 
with. The tenants, as a rule, were pre- 
pared to give from sixteen to eighteen 
years purchase, while the landlords were 
demanding twenty-five years purchase. 
The result would be that sales would be 
blocked all over Ireland. Were the 
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Estates Commissioners empowered to 
make any terms on this point? He had | 
heard of a case in his own constituency | 
in which the landlords were asking | 
thirty-three years purchase! How was 
such a case to be dealt with ? 


Mr. ATKINSON was understood to | 
say that disputes as to superior interests | 
would have to be dealt with by means of 
arbitration. That was provided for | 


under existing Acts. 


v'Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.) 
said he had some personal experience 
in this matter, as he was an unfortunate | 
middleman. He wanted to sell to his) 
tenants, but he did not know what price 
his head landlord would get for his kead | 
rent. He got 40 per cent. of the whole 
rent. How was he to determine at 
what price he could sell to the tenants 
until he knew what he was himself to 
be allowed. The head landlord having 
a superior interest might be entitled to 
5 per cent. or 10 per cent. more than. 
the middleman, but the proportion | 
ought to be settled in the Act itself, | 
otherwise the middleman might be in | 
a very unfortunate position for the 
tenants. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Middlemen may 
make up their minds that they will be 
flung to the winds. 


Mr. BUTCHER asked as to the tithe 
rent-charge. It was suggested that in 
no case would more than twenty years 
purchase be allowed forthat. He hoped 
that that would be altered, and that the 
question of redemption would be adjudi- 
cated upon in a proper way. 


Mr. DILLON said the owners of tithe 
rent-charge had only their own brutality 
to thank for the position in which they 
found themselves. It served them 
right. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY reminded the tithe 
owners that they reaped an enormous 
advantage under the last Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act. Trinity College alone 
gained at least £1,000 a year under 
that Act. The middleman also reaped 
great advantage, and now they found 
themselves between the upper and 
nether millstones, and would be ground 
to powder. The sooner they made up 


| their minds to a speedy death the better 


it would be for them. 
Clause 58, agreed to. 


Clauses 59, 60, 61, 62, and 63 agreed 


| to 


Clause 64. 
* Mr. HEMPHILL moved to add that 


the determination of any such questions 
should have the effect of and be subject 
to the same right of appeal as a final 
order of the High Court. His object 
was, he said, to secure the right of 
appeal from the decision of the Divi 
sional Court te the High Court. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
have no difficulty in accepting the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 32, line 7, at end, to add the 
words ‘and any such determination shall have 
the effect of and be subject to the same right 
| of — as a final order of the High Court.’” 
| —(Mr. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The value of his | Question proposed, “‘ T hat those word 
interest will depend on the rent. 


Hemphiil.) 


| be there added.” 
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Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: We accept 
the Amendment, although we hardly 
think it necessary. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 64, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 65, 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) 
moved to amend the proviso in the second 
sub-section by altering seven years to 
two years as the period after which sink- 
ing fund payments should be made for 
land not disposed of. He expressed the 
opinion that without compulsory powers 
there never would be a satisfactory settle- 
ment of Connaught ; but even with the 
powers at present possessed by the Con- 
gested Districts Board they ought to 
have effected at least ten times as much 
as they had done in the way of getting 
people on to holdings of a decent size. 
It was a matter of supreme importance 
that the Committee should give serious 
attention to this part of the Bill, which 
affected at least half a million of their 
people. He was afraid that the congested 
districts clauses of the Bill were its 
weakest part. Had it not been for the con- 


gested districts difficulty they would never | 


have had that Bill, and it could not be 
too strongly stated that if the principal 
object of the Bill was the peace of 
Ireland it ran a serious risk of failure 
unless these clauses were very materially 
altered for the better, and unless above 
all the Congested Districts Board could 
be in some way stimulated and spurred 
on to more rapid progress. 
now in this position. They knew what 


was wrong and what was the only 


complete remedy, and yet year after year, 
since 1890, the Congested Districts 
Board had only done for a few score of 
tenants what it ought to have done for 
thousands. In thirteen years, out of an 
income of something nearly approaching 
a million of money, they had only suc- 
ceeded in migrating some sixty or seventy 
tenants, while, in the same period, from 
80,000 to 90,000 of the cream of the 
young men and women of the country 
had gone abroad. There must be some- 
thing wrong which induced such a 
finieking policy. He was afraid 


powers the results would be almost 
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They were | 


that | 
if the present Board had compulsory | 
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equally insignificant. It was necessary 
in his opinion to completely revolutionise 
their present methods. In his humble 
judgment, the moment the Congested 
Districts Board got possession of an 
estate they ought to divide it into hold- 
ings of a reasonable size, hand it over at 
once to the new purchasers, and make 
any necessary advances to them for re- 
building their homes or for fencing ; 
but let the people do the work of im- 
provement themselves. Let them give 
the people possession of the land for the 
same money which the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board paid to the landlords 
| originally. Under the present system, 
\a single official, no doubt very com. 
| petent—Mr. Doran—was first required 
| to inquire into every particular of every 
‘estate to be purchased. Aiter it was 
purchased he was required to settle 
everything as to the re-arrangement of 
|every particular holding—questions of 
boundaries, turbary and every little 
| village dispute. After that, the Con- 
_gested Districts Board began to under- 
' take an elaborate series of building, fenc- 
‘ing, draining and other works, which 
'went on for years; the Board all the 
time retaining the land in their own 
hands and obliged to employ an enormous 
staff of officials in carrying out works 
which, without offence, he might call 
grandmotherly improvements. After all 
those years, when at last the land was 
re-sold to the tenants, they had to buy 
the improvements as well as to pay the 
purchase money originally paid by the 
Board. He did not wish to say anything 
harsh about the work of the Congested 
Districts Board; but this work ot 
model cottage building, this benevolent 
despotism as to the affairs of every parti. 
cular tenant, might have been advisable 
at the beginning of these operations by 
way of experiment, but he submitted to 
the Chief Secretary that it was intoler- 
able that that sort of thing should go on 
any longer. Life was not long enough. 
While the Board was spoon feeding—he 
did not wish to put it offensively—a few 
score of show tenants, the population 
was flying and the country was losing 
the very cream of its young men, wh» 
would really make migratory schemes « 
success if they got a chance, and would 
regenerate the country. What the Board 
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was doing was re-colonising the country, | broken-down grazier who might be very 
just as if it were a new country. It easily dealt with indeed. Fifteen months 
was, however, a richer country than ago the right hon. Gentleman compli- 
most of the colonies, and it was certainly mented Lord Lucan on his unselfishness 
not by tedious methods of experiment, in having consented to sell his estate. 
such as were practised by the Board, He need not tell the right hon. Gentle- 
that the colonies were made populous man with what delight those poor people 
and prosperous. ‘learned, on the right hon. Gentleman’s 
; } | own authority, that that estate had been 

He would give the Committee some | purchased by the Board, and that they 
particulars of the monstrous snails-pace | would have a glorious chance of getting 
at which the land purchase and re-sale their holdings enlarged ; yet not a single 
operations of the Board were carried on. step had since been taken in that direc- 
The Clare Jsland estate was purchased | tion, and those poor people, even to this 
in 1895, and was not re-sold to the tenants | day, were left in miserable doubt as to 
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until five years afterwards; and the| 
tenants were obliged to pay £10,000 pur- 
chase money where the Board had only 
paid £5,000. No doubt the tenants had 
the benefit of the balance in improve- 
ments; but they could have done tolerably 
well without such expensive improve- 
ments. One of them was a sort of Great 
Wall of China built right across the 
Island from one end to the other ; and 
during all the time that work was being 
carried out, the money and energy of the 
Board were lost to other estates in just as 
great need of assistance as Clare Island. | 
The Port Royal estate was purchased in | 
1898, and after five years’ delay has not 
yet been re-sold to the tenants. There | 
again a large sum had been spent in im- | 
provements ; but the tenants did not ask | 
for them; and they would have to pay 
for them in addition to paying the pur- 
chase-money that the Board originally 
paid. In another estate there was also 
a delay of five years, and the tenants did 
not yet know how much purchase-money 
they would have to pay. As long ago as 
June, 1899, Lord Sligo announced that he 
was ready to sell half of his enormous 
estate ; and the Board had heen for four 
years nibbling at negotiations for its pur- 
chase. Hebelieved—therighthon. Gentle- 
man would correct him if he were wrong 
—that more than a year ago the bargain 
was practically completed ; and yet from 
that day to this the Board had not taken 
one practical step which would enable 
the tenants to know what their fate was 
to be. He would give a still more glar- , 
ing instance of how the system had failed | 
to work. On Lord Lucan’s estate there 
were eighteen families living on twenty- 
two acres of worn-out land, and outside 
the fence there wasa rich grazing tract, 
large enough to give them comfortable 
farms, which was in the hands of a 





whether the estate was purchased or not. 
There was no earthly reason, if the opera- 
tions of the Board had only been carried 
on with proper expedition, why the 
bargain should not have been completed, 
and why the tenants should not now be 
raising their first crop on their enlarged 
holdings, instead of being obliged to cross 
over to England for the harvest, and 
instead of the poor girls being compelled 
in greater numbers than ever to go to 
America. The Dillon estate was the one 
considerable operation the Congested 
Districts Board had to show for thirteen 
years work, and even then they had 
failed to stop the exodus of labourers to 
England. The Board had failed to pro- 
vide the people with economic hold- 
ings simply because they had failed 
to purchase the magnificent grass 
tracts that bounded the estate and 
extended for twenty or twenty-five 
miles away to Claremorris and Ballin- 
robe. 


The cases he had mentioned were 
all cases taken from the one single county 
in Connaught where the Board had any 
thing considerable to show for themselves. 
As to the other congested counties in 
Connaught, and still more outside Con- 
naught, the operations of the Board had 
been merely a drop in the bucket; and 
they did not even attempt to deal with this 
problem. He could assure the right hon. 
Gentleman it was not in any mere fault- 
finding spirit that he had quoted those 
instances. He knew the difficulties, and 
did full justiceto the goodintentions of the 
Board, to the ability of Mr. Doran, and 
to the very remarkable insight that the 
right hon. Gentleman himself had with 
reference to this question. He undoubt- 
edly knew more about itthan any other 
English statesman had ever learned ; but 
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the right hon. Gentleman would perhaps 
excuse him if he spoke with some little 
heat on the subject, because he lived 
amongst those poor people and it was 
heart-breaking to see year passing after 
year without anything substantial being 
done, until the people were absolutely 
sick with hope deferred and grasped at 
the opportunity of a passage ticket to 
take them to America. They must be 
cruel to be kind; but he would tell the 
Government that they would be living in 
a fool’s paradise if they thought they 
were going to save Connaught by 
peddling transactions of that kind. The 
Amendment he proposed was only one 
means, and a .very imperfect means, 
of remedying those delays—namely, by 
putting some sort of penalty upon the 
Congested Districts Board for this system 
of retaining land in their own hands for 
an unconscionably long period. The 
clause seemed to contemplate that seven 
years was not altogether an abnormal 
period for land to remain in the hands of 
the Board ; and if that were the theory 
to be acted upon, they would simply be 
dragging along for another century, no 
doubt carrying out a certain number of 
interesting and well-meant experiments, 
but failing utterly to do what the Arch- 
bishop of Tuam once said was the 
sovereign scheme—namely, to give the 
people the land, and “Give the people 
meat,” he said, “and they will cook it.” 
This Amendment was only one means of 
hastening the operations of the Board ; 
but his hon. friends would propose other 
Amendments. Some stimulus was wanted 
to put an end to a system which had 
really reduced the whole operations of 
the Board to a nullity, and to a com- 
plete fiasco and failure in the congested 
districts of Connaught. Section 3 pro- 
posed to further empower the Board to 
charge the tenant with the cost of those 
expensive improvements, but he believed 
the first thing the Board should do was 
to abandon those costly fiddle-faddles, if 
he might be excused for so describing 
them. He would repeat that even with the 
powers at present possessed by the Board, 
at least ten times as much land could 
have been bought up by this time, and 
distributed among the people. He 
begged of the right hon. Gentleman to 
let the people make their own improve- 
ments. Let them not be too pedantic 
about insisting that everything should 
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be in apple-pie order ; let the people be 
given the land without delay, and at 
cost price, and as fast as ever it could be 
bought ; and they might safely trust to 
the good sense and enterprise of the 
people to make necessary improvements, 
which they could carry out at one-tenth 
of the cost that would be incurred by 
the Congested Districts Board. He 
begged the right hon. Gentleman to con- 
sider whether the Amendment would not 
be giving a hint which was badly wanted 
to the Board, that they ought not to 
dally over this work, that they ought to 
hurry on what was necessary and in- 
evitable, and let the ornamental take 
care of itself. He would impress on the 
Chief Secretary that in this matter he 
could do, practically speaking, what he 
pleased, without the slightest difficulty 
or controversy. There was no conflict 
between landlord and tenant, and he 
begged him to take advantage of the 
present opportunity. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 32, line 22, to leave out the word 
‘seven, and insert the word ‘two.’”—(Mr. 
William O’ Brien.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘seven’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he agreed with 
the hon. Gentleman as to the great im- 
portance of the subject, but he would 
find it rather hard to reply without 
travelling outside the scope of the Amend- 
ment, and showing some of the difficulties 
with which the Board had to contend. 
He would, of course, deal with the 
Amendment of the hon. and learned 
Member. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: Not 


learned. 


Mr. WYNDHAM $ssaid then they 
started on the same basis. The great 
difficulty of the Board in dealing with 
congested districts was generally the 
want of money, and nothing else. The 
hon. Gentleman instanced the case of 
Lord Sligo’s estate. The reason why 
that estate was not bought was not 
because the Congested Districts Board 
were dilatory in their operations ; it was 
entirely a question of money. Land 
stock fell, and neither party would accept 
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the consequence of that fall, and they 
had been beating the air ever since. 
Then the hon. Gentleman instanced the 
ease of Lord Lucan’s estate; again the 
difficulty of the Board there was a money 
difficulty. The purchase of Lord Dillon’s 
estate exhausted all the available funds 
of the Board for the counties of Mayo 
and Roscommon; and when they tried 
to deal with Lord Lucan’s very patriotic 
offer, they could not do so because their 
funds were exhausted. The delay had 
been great, and the disappointment 
had been great. Under the Act of 
1896 the Board were allowed to borrow 
up to the capital value of the Irish 
Church Surplus Fund; but that was 
a comparatively small sum, and when 
it was divided up between the different 
counties it only amounted to a few 
hundred thousands for each county, which 
was not sufficient to enable the Board to 
go in for any large scheme of migration. 
At last a blow was struck, and the Dillon 
estate was bought. It was the first 
big practical effort made by the Board, 
but it swallowed up the whole of the 
credit of the Board in Mayo and Ros- 
common, so that nothing more could be 
done in those counties ; and it threw such 
a stress on the means of the Board then 
available for carrying out all such opera- 
tions, that it was impossible for the Board 
to act as boldly as they otherwise would 
have acted. He was very largely in 
agreement with the hon. Gentleman when 
he said that it would be unnecessary in 
the future to act so exelusively as a 
paternal Government. In saying that, 
however, he did not criticise the action of 
the Board in the past. The standard 
which the Board had set up had been 
imitated elsewhere. It was necessary to 
have a working model; and he thought 
the Board were right in supplying it. 
The Board were right in pursuing that 
course, because the work that was 
achieved proved to be the main lever 
which he had in his hands to persuade 
the House of Commons and his colleagues 
that it was proper to give the Board 
further credit facilities and further 
capital. Unless he could have shown 
that the standard of life was being 
raised, that the houses were better 
houses, that the cattle were being taken 
out of the houses, and that the hopeless 
forms of land tenure, such as “ rundale,” 
and holdings in mixed plots, were being 
abolished, he could not have persuaded 
VOL. CXXIV. [FourtH Series. ] 






his colleagues that the Congested Districts 
Board were a proper body for dealing 
with these large credits and large cash 
balances every year. A great part of 
the work of experiment had now been 
done. Where a model dwelling had been 
set up, persons on property which had 
not been bought by the Board were 
trying to imitate the standard put before 
them, and one such house on a, hill was 
a beacon to all who lived within sight 
of it. The work of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board in altering the standard of 
house accommodation had not been 
thrown away. He did not desire to press 
the matter too far, but he wished to show 
that there was great force in what could 
be urged on behalf of his colleagues on 
the Board. 

The hon. Member for Cork City now 
proposed that if the Board failed to 
put an estate in proper order for re-sale 
within two years they were to be 
penalised by having to pay out of 
their income, sinking fund as well as 
interest. Nobody was more keen than he 
that the Board should re-sell at the earliest 
possible moment, but it was his duty to 
say that there were parts of the West of 
Ireland which could not be re-sold until 
the people on them had done something 
on their own behalf, aided by public 
funds. If it were true, as the hon. 
Member had said, that all that was 
necessary was to give the ownership to 
the people, there was no need for the 
intervention of the Board at all: the 
people could buy under the ordinary 
methods of purchase. But there existed 
parts which had been derelict for the 
best part of 200 years, without bound- 
aries, with scarcely a road, and no fences. 
In such cases as he had in mind, three or 
four years of paternal Government—it it 
took the form, not of setting up the last 
new-fangled idea, not of trying to raise 
the people at one bound toa much higher 
standard of civilisation, but of building 
one model house, and giving facilities for 
building more, showing how land could 
be reclaimed, carting sand up to a cer- 
tain point, and allowing the inhabitants 
to carry out their own improvements 
—was not a curse, but a_ bless- 
ing. The people had the assurance 
that they could become the owners 
of the soil, that their rents would 
never be increased, that they would never 
have to go into Court ; and if they worked 
in, not so much with the officers of the 
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Board, but with their local leaders, the | 


priests of the parishes who were in full 
sympathy with the ideals of the Board, 
they would become the owners of the 
soil--and of a soil which was worth 
owning—and debtors of the State in 
regard to whom to a large extent no loss 
whatever would accrue. The hon, Mem- 
ber asked that this penalty shoula be 
imposed if the Board failed within two 
years to improve these hopeless morasses 
to a point which would justify their 
being sold in perpetuity on the credit of 
the general taxpayer. He was convinced 
that the slowness of the past had been 
due to inadequacy of resources, not to 
lack of zeal. He was prepared to admit, 
however, that it would be necessary to 
drive ahead more zealously in the future, 
to divest the Board of much work which 
ought now to devolve upon the new 
Department, and for the Department to 
apply themselves more and more as an 
expert body to the problem of congestion 
in its worst forms, using all their credit 
and cash facilities for that object. 
Generous aid had been supplied by his 
right hon. friend by giving them the 
whole of the pool of the guarantee fund, 
by placing at their disposal a sum of 
nearly £1,250,000 for the purchase of 
untenanted land, altogether outside the 
ordinary transactions of purchase, and 
by increasing the income of the Board to 
£90,000 a year. Having these resources, 
with the firm intention of making this 
the chief work of the Board, he asked 
the Committee that they might be 
allowed to go on with their duties un- 
fettered by the monetary penalty pro- 
posed by the Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said it was | 


satisfactory to find that the Chief Secre- 
tary was not much more pleased than they 
were themselves with the rate of progress 
made by the Board. He did not desire 
unnecessarily to find fault with the Board, 
or with the gentleman who really had 
to bear the whole burden of this work. 
Mr. Doran was a most competent official, 
but too much had been thrown upon his 
shoulders ; he had been a sort of Atlas, 
bearing the whole western world for the 
last ten or twelve years, and it was no 
disparagement to say that he had not 
been equal to the burden. The Board 
had undoubtedly carried out many works 
of considerable advantage in their small 
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way, but nothing was more certain thanthe 
fact that unless the operations of the Board 
were hurried up, years and decades would 
pass without anything really being done ; 
the Board as a land-purchasing department 
might as well be dissolved. Unless the 
Chief Secretary took strong measures to 
impress his views upon them they would 
go on as they had done, spending five- 
sixths of their income in excellent, but 
extremely circumscribed, philanthropic 
projects. The great point was not merely 
to get possession of the land in derelict 
districts, but to take the people out of 
the morasses, and buy for them the mag- 
nificent plains that were waiting to be 
colonised. That was the only real remedy 
for the present state of things. For this 
work three or four Mr. Dorans would be 
necessary, confining themselves to the 
broad lines of migration schemes, and not 
concerning themselves with every minute 
particular of the work. At least £50,000 
of the present income, in addition to the 
£20,000 provided by the Bill, should be 
set apart for the special work of migration. 
Above all, the people concerned should 
have some voice in the management of 
the Board. With the exception of Dr. 
O'Donnell and Father O'Hara, there was 
not a single member of the Board = 
the 


had any intimate knowledge of 
question. It was simply indefensible 


that the people or the people’s represen- 
tatives in the County Councils should 
have no voice whatever in the matter. 
He accepted to the full the statement 
of the Chief Secretary's own views and 
intentions, but he felt bound to warn the 
Committee that up to the present the 
Board had been a complete failure in the 
matter of migration and the purchase of 
land. The work of the Board, if properly 
carried out, would form the greatest 
monument the Prime Minister could 
desire. He appealed to the Chief Secre- 
tary, if he could not accept the Amend- 
ment, at any rate to be as generous in 
this part of the Bill as he had been in 
others. By proportionate concessions 
being made here a greater work would be 
done towards the settlement of the land 
question than would be accomplished by 
forty Land Acts such as they had had in 
the past. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the in- 
tentions of the Chief Secretary were 
excellent : he had gone to the root of the 
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question, he sympathised with the people, 
and he desired to apply a remedy to 
their difficulty. But the position was this: 
the present Bill was imperfect, perhaps not 
to the same degree as previous Bills, but 
still imperfect, in that it would not settle 
the great problem in the West of Ireland. 
They were now dealing with a part of the 
country where revolutions were made. 
There would have been very few Land 
Bills had it not been for this area, and he 
felt convinced that in leaving this question 
unsettled they were leaving the Irish 
land question unsolved. He had never 
said that this Bill would settle the Irish 
land question. What he had said was 
that it would put everything in the way 
of settlement. He was not very sure 
that it would put the congested districts 
even in the way of settlement. There 
were three things essential to any settle- 
ment of this question. First the reorgani- 
sation and strengthening of the Congested 
Districts Board itself. For all practical 
purposes Mr. Doran was the Board at 
present. The Board was possessed o 
excellent intentions, but they did not 
i now the lives of the people, and more 
men on the spot like Mr. Doran were 
wanted, not in one centre only, but in all 
the centres. Secondly, the Board ought 
tv be given the right of pre-emption 
in all these cases. There were, say, 
twenty or thirty small holdings of 
a couple of acres each huddled together, 
and round them were large grazing tracts. 
Were they quite sure that these grazing 
tracts would not be grabbed by the 
graziers ! One of the things that ought 
to be done was that the Congested 
Districts Board ought to get the 
right of pre-emption. Thirdly, the Con- 
gested Districts Board ought to have the 
right of compulsory acquisition. If these 
three things had been done they would 
have seen day ight upon this problem. 
How were they to get possession of these 
great grazing tracts?! The only way to 
do it would be to grant what the Con- 
gested Districts Board had asked for, 
and that was the right of compulsory 
acquisition of these grazing tracts. The 
right hon. Gentleman meant well, but 
he would have to face these difficulties, 
and he would have to grant the right of 
pre-emption before he could finish his 
scheme. Just as Acts had had to be 
amended in the past, so it would be 
found that before many years had 
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expired, in order that these poor people 

| might be redeemed, it would be necessary 
‘to get the right of pre-emption and 
‘compulsory acquisition of these grazing 
| tracts. 


Mr. DILLON said that this Amend- 
ment had brought them to one of the 
most important parts of this Bill. In 
connection with this matter, vital as it 
was to the lives of the great mass of the 
poor people, but for whom no Land 
Bill would ever have been introduced, 
they were not making any claim that 
would cost the landlords one sixpence, 
and therefore the landlords had no 
interest in opposing these Amend- 
ments. They had just heard from 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland a very 
remarkable speech. and a most sympa- 
thetic and exceedingly well informed 
speech ; and, whatever their differences 
might be with him, he thought the. 
would all agree that upon this question 
of congestion n the West he applied him- 
self to understanding and understood 
the gravity of this question. In regard to 
the Amendments which the Nationalists 
had put down to this clause, the British 
taxpiyer was not concerned, and _ his 
security would be rather increased than 
otherwise Everybody ought to be 
agreed in bringing this vital part of the 
Bill to a successful conclusion. A few 
points had been mentioned in the Chief 
Secretary's speech upon which he 
should like to say a few words. With 
the general tone of the right hon 
Gentleman’s speech he felt himself in 
sympathy. He agreed that the Con- 
gested Districts Board had done a very 
useful work notwithstanding all their 
failures. The Board was badly con- 
stituted in the beginning, and was 
composed of men who did not under- 
stand the work. Consequently for 
many years their operations were 
‘ eribbed, cabined, and confined,’ no! 
only for want of money, but for 
want of the actual machinery necessary 
to carry on the work successfully. A 

great deal had been accomplished on 
the Dillon Estate by the little encourage- 
ment which the Board had given to the 
tenants. He believed that it would 
be greatly to the advantage of the 
tenants, and more expeditious, if the 
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Board in the future would make the 
tenants a grant or a loan and let them 
build the houses themselves according 
to certain specifications. 


this course the houses would be built 


for about half the cost. He gave credit 
to the Congested Districts Board for 
what they had done, and although the 
money had been expended somewhat 
it 


pockets of the people themselves. 


extravagantly had gone into the 


The real diffizulty in regard to this pro- 
blem was that the machinery was entirely 
deticient. Mr. Doran had worked mostly 
on the Dillon Estate which had absorbed 
nearly all his energies for the last three 
years, and the settlement of that estate 
had been a gigantic operation. A good 
deal still remained to be done on the 
Dillon Estate although 2,500 acres had 


That, 


however, was only a very small amount, 


been divided amongst the tenants. 


and there were still some 10,000 acres 
of land lying derelict on the borders of 
the Dillon Estate, all of which ought to be 
bought in order to spread out these 
people, and this course would increase 
enormously the prosperity of the country. 


It 


the people of this country the multi- 


was impossible to bring home to 


tudinous' benefits which would flow 


from this policy. Although the people 


were poor in Mayo and Roscommon, 
accordingly as they gave them economic 
holdings the towns there would thrive 
and expand, and he expected to see 
all the towns of Connaught double in 
population within the next ten years. 
While he gave the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland the fullest credit for good 
intentions, and while he admitted that 
some of the clauses were a substantial 


advance upon the present state of the 


law in Ireland, this portion of the Bill was | 


stil] very defective. Now that they had 
Mr, Dillon. 
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| got into a non-contentious part he asked 
| the Chief Secretary to make this a really 
effective clause. He wished the House 
to go to the root and source of all the 
trouble, which the congested 
districts question. If they could con- 
vince these poor people that they were 
making an effort to elevate them it 
would make a great difference. If they 
held out some hopes to these poor 
people they would not be unreasonable, 


was 


nor would their leaders or advisers be 
unreasonable so long as they were con- 
vinced that Parliament was doing the 
best it could to bring within their reach 
the means of making a living by hard 
work. He knew one parisi in Ireland 
in the very centre of which there were 
about 1,000 acres of the richest grass 
land belonging to a grazier who also 
owned seven or eight other great ranches. 
He never lived upon any of them, but 
What 


hardship would it be to say to that man 


he used them as grass farms. 


“We are willing to give you all the 
value of your interest, but you must 
give up this land to enable us to carry 
out this great operation for the benefit 
of the poor people of this locality.” 
There were numerous cases in Ireland 
where the grass land was right at the 
very door of the poor people, and the 
Chief Secretary ought to provide some 
machinery to carry out operations of 
the kind he had suggested. If this Bill 
passed into law without giving greater 
powers to the Congested Districts Board 
it might have a very bad effect upon the 
settlement of this problem by facilitating 
the passage of these grass lands into 
the hands of graziers. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman not to close his 
mind against proposals to give com- 
pulsory powers, which would not inflict 
a single hardship upon the landlords of 
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Ireland. He wished to point out that |a larger scale now andto meet the many 


under Sub-section 3 there was a most | 


objectionable procedure which would 
have the effect of considerably blocking 
the work. In some cases the tenants 
were being asked to pay as much as 
£100 fine in addition to their instalments. 


| them. 


He thought that wasa mistaken policy, | 
because to ask a man to start in life’ 
/considered the conditions of the con- 


upon a farm after paying £100 fine was 
very dangerous because they stripped 
him absolutely clean of his capital and 
put him into a holding that required a 
fair amount of capital to start with. In 
his opinion they were endangering the 
success of the whole system which was 
intended to provide homes for very poor 
people. 
the security of the State, because it was 


They were also endangering 


no use giving a man land unless they 


gave him a chance of using it to ad-| 


vantage. 


take that opportunity of replying to 
the questions which had been put to him. 


The hon. Member for East Mayo 
had asked whether the Congested 
Districts Board would have _ the 


same financial facilities as the Estates 


Commissioners. His answer was that 


they would in all respects, and on ' 
probably a much greater scale, because, | 
| force them to take other lands. 


for the smaller part of Ireland with 


criticisms which had been raised. As to 
the imposition of money fines on tenants, 
this Bill had been drafted to get rid jof 
The very worst preliminary in 
starting a man on a new career was to 
take a fine from him. 


Mr. TULLY said anyone who had 


gested districts could see that these 
districts by the 
Bill, or at all events not adequately 
dealt with. The Chief Secretary had 
spoken with apparent sincerity and with 
eloquence, but there was something 
more than generalities required. They 
must apply themselves to the actual 
working details in the congested districts, 
The Congested Districts Board said they 
were hampered by the restrictions under 
which they worked. They said they 


were scamped 


could not force people to take the lands. 
Mr. WYNDHAM said he desired to 


which they had to deal they had just as | 


much credit at their disposal as the 
They had a 
guarantee fund of £1,250,000 to buy 
untenanted land. What the 


Estates Commissioners. 


hon. 


Member had said with regard to the | 


Dillon Estate was true, but if the Board 
had had money to buy additional land 
in the neighbourhood they could have 
made a better and quicker job of it. He 
thought they would be able to work on 





He knew there was something in that 


complaint, because he was himself 


‘connected with a Board which erected 


sixty houses, but they could not get the 
people to leave the slum districts to take 


these houses. That was a serious diffi- 


culty, and he thought there should be 


something in the nature of a dictator* 
ship in such cases, to compel people to 
leave their miserable holdings and to 
It was 
a curious fact that the statistics of 
migration showed that it was not from 
the congested districts that migration 
went on at the greatest rate. It was 
from richer districts in Ireland that 
migration took place. When they found 
that condition of things they should be 
careful as to putting restrictions in the 
clause which would prevent the people 
in the congested districts from being 
adequately dealt with. If the Congested 
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Districts Board had power by which 
they could compel people to migrate it 
would be a very useful thing. He 
thought the Amendment now before the 
Committee, instead of effecting the object 
they all desired, might have an opposite 
effect. It provided that these lands 
were to be sold in two years. He should 
like them to be sold in two months. 
There were in the Bill inducements to 
the landlords to sell. The landlords, in 
his opinion, were a worthless class who 
should not get any inducements. Why 
should they not give inducements to the 
people in the congested districts to 
migrate? If they could not have com- 


pulsion let them have inducements. 
There should be no fine charged on these 
poor people, and he hoped the policy 
of the Congested Districts Board in 


asking for a fine would be abandoned. 


In his opinion the congested districts | 
were boycotted by this Bill, and the | 


clauses dealing with them were not 
worth the paper they were printed on- 
Owing to transactions which had recently 
taken place the price of land had become 
inflated in Ireland, and the landlords 
had such an exaggerated idea of the 
value of their Jand that they would 
‘never sell at a price which would give a 
reasonable prospect that migration and 
resettlement could be carried on. 
long as they had that difficulty to deal 
with there would be serious 


a very 


obstacle to encounter in approaching this | 


problem. He held that the work hitherto 
had been clogged by the efforts of officials 
whose desire seemed to be to prolong it 
in their own interest. It was intolerable 
that these lands should be five or six y 


in the hands of the Congested Districts 


ears 


Board and that nothing should be done 
to distribute them among the people. 


He was anxious that these clauses should 


Mr. Tully. 
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be made compulsory, for he believed 
'that until that was done there would be 
nothing of a practical nature done for 
‘the relief of the congested districts. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB thought every- 
body must wish success to the Chief 
Secretary in his efforts on the line 
which he had indicated to-night in his 
He would only say this with 


speech, 
ggestions of this, that, 


respect to the sugge 
and the other, with the view of producing 
a total change in the West of Ireland in 
a short time, that he knew no case where 
work of this kind had been accomplished 
rapidly. He did not know a case on 
record where, by the action of the State, 
colonisation had been a complete success, 
and that was a warning to those who 
wished to see this matter really settled. 
It was better to do a little well than 
to attempt to do too much and produce 
It was impossible to effect a 
great revolution in a short time. Hon. 
Members from Ireland often said that 
the wrongs of that country had sprung 
the of seven 


failure. 


from 


mis-government 
| 

‘centuries. Do not let them expect to 
| undo the work of seven centuries in seven 


| weeks, or seven months, or even seven 





years. 
| 

| Mr. O’KELLY: (Mayo, N.) said the 
Chief Secretary would agree with him 
that it was absolutely impossible for 
| people to eke out an existence on certain 
colin in the congested districts. He 


| referred to what had occurred in the case 


of the O’Ryan and Digby Estate 
where there was a desert of heather 


| but no tillage land of any kind, and said 
‘he did not understand how the Congested 
| Districts Board had been lured into 
| purchasing that estate. He complained 
| that the work of the Board was intolerably 
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It pleased no one and it dis- 
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slow. 
satisfied everyone, and unless the right 
hon. Gentleman made a change in the 
methods of working they could never 
hope to see that Board solve the problem 
He urged that the County 
Councils in Connaught ought to have a 


of congestion. 


representation on that Board in the same 
The 


Congested Districts Board were as much 


way ason the Agricultural Board. 


in need of local advice and guidance as 


the other Board. He understood there 


were to be two vacancies on the 
Board, and he sincerely hoped that 
the Chief Secretary would fill these 


vacancies with men who were acquainted 
with the problem of congestion. He was 
not using exaggerated language when he 
said that it wasa thorough scandal that land 
should be kept in the hands of the Con- 
gested Districts Board instead of being 
made available with the greatest possible 
speed for the poor people who required it. 
By satisfying Connaught the Government 
would have one of the best guarantees 
for public peace in Ireland, but if they had 
a dissatisfied and disaffected Connaught, 
they would find that this Bill, instead of 
producing peace, would leave behind it a 


record of disappointed hopes. 


Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.) supported 
the Amendment. He urged that the ques- 
tion of the congested districts must be 
seriously considered by the House of 


Commons—— 

And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again To-morrow. 


METROPOLITAN STREETS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed 
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NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED 
FUND]. 


Resolution reported, “That it is 
expedient to make further provision for 
the construction of works in the United 
Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes 
of the Royal Navy, and to authorise the 
issue out of the Consolidated Fund of 
such sums, not exceeding £7,996,000, as 
may be required for those purposes, and 
to make provision for raising, in the 
manner provided by Section 5 of the 
Naval Works Act, 1895, the sums so 
issued by terminable annuities for a period 
not exceeding thirty years from the date 
of the borrowing.” 


Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Pretyman, Mr, 


Resolution agreed to. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Arnold-Forster. 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 

“To make further provision for the con- 
struction of works in the United Kingdom 
and elsewhere for the purposes of the 
Royal Navy,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 


[Bill 266.] 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) (RE-COM- 
MITTED) BILL. 
Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report Progress ; to sit again this day. 


ACCESS TO THE HOUSE. 
On the Motion for the Adjournment of 
the House, 


CoLONELLOCK WOOD (Essex, Eppin) 
called attention to the Sessional Order 
requiring the police of the Metropolis to 
take care that during the session of Parlia- 
ment a passage through the streets be 
kept free and open, and no obstruction he 


permitted that would hinder their passage 





for this day. 





to the House. At three o’clock that 
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afternoon he was stopped at the bottom 
of Berkeley Street, although he explained 
that he was a Member of Parliament. He 
then tried other streets, including Bond 
Street and Burlington Street, by direction 
of constables. Eventually he got out of 
his cab and walked to the top of St. 
James's Street, where he met with every 
assistance from the police, and eventually 
arrived at the House. He would be the 
last man in the world to attempt to add 
to the troubles of the police when they 
had special difficulties to cope with. All 
he asked was that it should be laid down 
for the information of Members how and 
by what means they were to be able to 
come down to the House to perform their 
duties if they left their homes at snch 
time as they thought would not cause un- 


necessary inconvience to the police. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS 
mouth) said he was precisely in the 
game predicament as his hon. friend, 
but reached the House by making a 
detour. He thought that on a special 
occasion like that it was hardly necessary 
to press this matter strictly. By taking 
a little extra trouble hon. Members might 
help the police and avoid adding to the 
duties which devolved upon them. 


(Ports- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had been 
stopped by the police at Hyde Park 
corner, but on stating he was a Member 
he was allowed to pass. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs 
DoveLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said the 
police were most anxious to carry out 
the Sessional Order, and Members would 
admit that they usually met with the 
greatest courtesy and assistance from 
the force. It was a question how far 
the Sessional Order extended. He had 
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Colonel Lockwood. 
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neighbourhood of the House, and it 
certainly could not apply all over 
London, or to places where Members 
were not known. He hoped his hon. 
and gallant friend would not think it 
necessary to press the matter further. 
He, when he came down to the House, 
was allowed to pass, and having to repass 
from the House to meet M. Loubet he was 
enabled to do so with very little delay- 
Some consideration must be shown to the 
police on such an occasion when men from 
other divisions were on duty to whom 


Members were not known. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said he 
always received the greatest courtesy 
from the Metropolitan police. 


CoLoneL LOCKWOOD said he had no 
desire to press anything; he simply 
mentioned the difficulty he had met with, 
and asked how he was to get to the House 


of Commons on such an occasion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it was quite clear 
that the Sessional Order ought to be 
carried out by the police, and that the 
access of Members to the House should be 
secured, and he knew from previous com- 
munications with the heads of the police 
that they were thoroughly aware of their 
duty and desirous of carrying it out. Pro- 
bably the difficulty had arisen from men 
being drafted to duty near the House from 
other divisions, and therefore not discharg- 
ing their duty in this particular with the 
intelligence that characterised the police 
usually on duty near the House. Every 
care was taken that the Standing Order 
should be duly enforced, and the Serjeant- 
at-Arms would again communicate with 
the police on the subject. He hoped it 
would not be considered necessary to 
pursue the matter any further. 

Adjourned at seventeen minutes 
after Twelve o’clock, 
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Tuesday, 7th July, 1903. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the 

_ following Bill have been complied with: 
3 North Metropolitan Electric Power 
= Supply [#.L.}. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 

‘Table. 


Beckenham Urban District Council 
Bill. A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


Wood Green Urban District Council 
= Bill. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


icates revision by the M 


Midland Great Western Railway of 
Ireland Bill; Wigan Corporation Tram- 
ways Billi; South Staffordshire Tram- 
ways Bill |.L.]; Great Northern Rail- 
way Bill ; Broadstairs Gas Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments. 


peech ind 


Ss 


(*) at the commencement of a & 


Midland and Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways Bill. Reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


Wellingborough and District Tram- 
roads Bill. Report from the Select Com- 
: mittee, That the promoters do not intend 
‘= to proceed further with the Bill : Ordered 
> that the Bill be not further proceeded 

\ with. 


An 


Cheshire LinesCom mittee Bill; Merthyr 
Tydfil Urban District Council Bill: 
Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Rail- 
way Bill; Highland and Invergarry and 
Fort Augustus Railway Companies Bill. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
({reland) Provisional Order Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
Bill. Brought from the Commons. 


VOL. CXXIV. ([(FourtH Serizs.] 
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Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. 


Local Government(Transfer of Powers ) 
Bill. Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment 
The Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill (No. 158); 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill (No. 159). Read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 10) Bill. Read 
3* (according to Order), with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [u.L.]. Read 3* (according to Order). 
Amendments made; Bill passed and sent 
to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 18) Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on the 16th day of March last, 
“That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thurs- 
day the 18th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read 2°; agreed to; Bills read 
2" accordingly. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. Committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Local 
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Government Provisional Order (No. 18) 
Bill. Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments 
made. Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received 
on Thursday next. 


Education Board Provisional Order | 


Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.]. Read 


3" (according to Order), and passed, and | 


sent to the Commons. 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order 
Bill; Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional 
Order Bill. Read 3* (according to Order), 
and passed. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ANKYLOSTOMIASIS. 

Reports by Mr. T. R. Mulvany, His 
Majesty’s Consul-General at Diisseldorf, 
and Dr. F. Ph. Keenig, the British Vice- 
Consul, on the outbreak of ankylostomiasis 
in the Westphalian Colliery District in 
Germany. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOLYROOD PALACE. 


Reports and correspondence with refer- 
ence to the sanitary condition of the 
Palace of Holyrood House. Presented 
(by Command), and to be printed. (No. 
157.) 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Report, by the Board of Trade, as to 
dispensing with the consent of the Borden 
Parish Council in the case of the Mid- 
Kent Water Provisional Order. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


MOTOR-CARS BILL [1.1.]. 

*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BURLEIGH): My 
Lords, I rise to introduce a Bill to amend 
the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, 
pursuant to the Notice which appears in 
my name on the Paper. I gave the Notice 
in this form rather than proceed in what, 
perhaps, is the more usual way, because 
I thought it would probably be con- 
venient to your Lordships, more especially 
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| to those Members of the House who take 
| an interest in the subject, that you should 
| know as soon as possible, at any rate, the 
_ general outlines of the legislation which 
| 1s proposed by this Bill. Your Lordships 
|are aware that the principal Act which 
regulates the use of light locomotives 
| upon the highways of this country is an 
Act which was passed in 1896, and the 
| form which that Act took was to exempt 
light locomotives from the restrictions 
which applied to other locomotives used 
upon highways. In that Act a limit of 
speed was fixed, not exceeding fourteen 
miles an hour or any less speed which 
might be prescribed by regulations of the 
Local Government Board. In other 
respects the Local Government Board 
was the authority to issue general regula- 
tions as to the use of light locomotives 
upon the highways, as to their construc- 
tion, and as to the conditions under 
which they should be used. Shortly 
after the Act was passed the Local 
Government Board did issue general 
regulations, which, in the main, have 
remained in force up to the present time. 
Those regulations fixed the maximum 
speed at twelve miles, and at less than 
twelve miles if certain weights prescribed 
in the regulations were exceeded. Those 
regulations also dealt with other matters, 
such as the particular weight of the 
locomotives to be used, the form of 
their tyres, the width of the cars, the 
method of carrying lights, the kind of 
brakes which were to be applied, and 
other details which I need not specify. 
But those regulations did not provide 
either for the licensing of drivers or 
for the identification of cars. The 
‘reason why that has never been 
done is this, that both the Local 
Government Board in England and 
myself, as Secretary for Scotland, were 
advised by our law officers that the 
Act did not give power to the author- 
ities respectively in the two countries 
to make regulations upon those two 
points. 

Many representations have been re- 
ceived both by the Local Government 
Board in England and by my Office, as 
well as, I suppose, by the Irish Office, 
as to the existing law being very de- 
fective; and I am certain that I need 
not go at length into these points, 
because I think it is unanimously 
agreed by all who have studied the 
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matters is unsatisfactory in the extreme. 
Whether everybody will sited as to the 
particular methods by which the 
existing state of matters is to be 
remedied, or not, I do not know, but 
of this I am perfectly certain, not only 
from the discussions which have taken 
place in both Houses of Parliament, but 
from, as I have said, very many repre- 
sentations which have been presented 
to both Departments, that the present 
state of matters does urgently call for a 
remedy. The Act of 1896 as it stands 
has been admitted to be far from satis- 
factory, and not adequate to the im- 
provements which have been made in 
the machines which it was supposed to 
regulate, or to the existing needs or 
practice. I also think that no one, 
whatever his opinion on the details of 
the measure may be, is likely to deny 
the importance of the question to a 
large proportion of the public, whether 
they be those who own or use motor- 
cars or whether they do not. I think 
that one of the most unsatisfactory 
features of the present law is that it 
prescribes one rigid limit of speed, 
utterly irrespective of the circum- 
stances which may obtain in any 
particular place. The offenders against 
the existing law are punishable at 
present only by fines, which, I think, 
are too often—at any rate it is so re- 
presented to us in both Departments 
—inadequate in amount; they are 
too often paid with very little difficulty 
by those who are in affluent circum- 
stances, and they really have no deterrent 
effect because the same individuals are 
fined over and over again. Another 
very common cause of complaint is that 
at the present time there is no proper or 
satisfactory means of identifying those 
who are the real offenders in many 
eases. 


That being the position in which we 
find ourselves I will proceed at once to 
explain the method by which the 
Government propose to effect a remedy. 
In the first place the Bill which I lay on 
the Table to-day proposes to require the 
registration of motorcars by the 
councils of counties and of county 
boroughs. Perhaps I should pause here 
to say that while, in the few remarks I 
shall address to your Lordships, I shall 
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subject that the existing position of | 


use the English phraseology, it will be 
understood that the Bill I am laying on 
the Table applies to Scotland and 
Ireland, as well as to England, in identical 
terms. It is proposed that there shall 
be a separate number assigned to each 
motor-car, and that a mark indicating 
the number as well as the local authority 
in whose district the particular car is 
registered, shall be fixed to the car, and 
the responsibility for that identifying 
mark being at all times visible is laid 
upon the driver of the car. The par- 
ticular method of fixing the numbers and 
the details of supplying those general 
provisions will, it is proposed, be effected 
by general regulations of the Local 
Government Board as under the existing 
Act. It is also proposed that anyone who 
drives a motor-car for hire or for 
reward shall be licensed by the council 
of the county or the county borough ; 
and if anyone so licensed is convicted of 
an offence under the Act it is proposed 
that his licence may be suspended, en 
dorsed, or forfeited, as the case may be, 
at the discretion of the Court before 
whom he is convicted. It is laid as a 
duty upon the Court that the Court 
shall communicate the fact of the con- 
viction to the County Council which has 
issued the licence. In this case the 
details of forming regulations for carry- 
ing this provision into effect will also 
come under the power of the Local 
Government Board. 

Perhaps I should explain why it is 
proposed that the licence should be only 
for those who drive for hire or for reward. 
It is not proposed that this licence should 
be a test or guarantee of skill. There is 
no security that it is not sometimes the 
most skilful man who in these matters is 
the worst offender, because, relying upon 
his skill, he takes risks to a greater ex- 
tent than a much less skilful man would 
venture todo. I think there is general 
concurrence in the view that it would not 
be possible that everyone who drives a 
car should pass a test in skill, any more 
than it would be right to fix the same 
sort of condition for driving horses upon 
the roads. Consequently it is not pro- 
posed that anybody other than those 
who drive for hire or for reward shall 
be obliged to take out a licence. The 
limit of weight of a motor-car, which is 
now 3 tons unladen, or if there are 
two vehicles, 4 tons, will in each case be 
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raised by 1 ton. The maximum in 
future, if this Bill passes, will be 4 tons 
in the first case, and 5 tons when the 
motor is drawing another vehicle. 


Now I turn to the question of speed, 
and I suppose we shall all be ready 
enough to admit that that is, perhaps, 
one of the most difficult, if not the most 
ditticult, and the most controversial point 
which has to be faced in regard to this 
legislation. 1 hope that I shall carry the 
House with me when I say that the real 
test of whether the speed is too great or 
not is, after all, very much this—whether 
it causes any danger to the public or 
extreme inconvenience to others who 
have a right to use the highway. The pro- 
posal in the Bill is to put, in the first place, 
a prohibition on all reckless or dangerous 
driving, and it seems to me that, as this 
is so important a part of the Bill, it 
would be_better that I should read the 
exact words of the clause in which the 
new provisions are contained. The first 
sub-section runs in these words— 

“Tf any person drives a motor-car on a public 

highway recklessly or at a speed which is 
dangerous to the public having regard to all 
the circumstances of the case, including the 
nature, condition, and use of the highway, and 
to the amount of traffic which actually is at 
the time or which might be ger to he on 
the highway, that person shall be guilty of an 
otfence under the Act.” 
By a subsequent section of the Bill, 
Seetion 4 of the principal Act, which 
relates to the rate of speed of motor- 
cars, is— 

‘*Hereby repealed except as respects any 
special limits or places to which that section 
is applied by a regulation made by the Local 
Government Board with a view to the safety 
of the public on the application of any council 
of any county or county borough in which 
the special limits or places are situated.” 

The effect of this will be that the 
maximum speed at present existing will 
remain in urban districts for places 
where it has been specially applied, but 
it does not follow that even ‘n these 
places a less speed may not be prescribed 
on application from the County Council 
by the Local Government Board; and 
whenever any regulation of this kind is 
made the Bill provides that public notice 
is to be given of it by the council in a 
conspicuous place near the special limits 
within which this maximum speed is 
prescribed. But over and above that 


provision there will remain even in 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
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' those places the fact that actual danger 
to a known person is not necessary to 
be proved against the owner of the 

'motor-car. The general provisions of the 
first clause which I read to the House 
will remain as the first and pre-eminent 
consideration as to whether an owner or 
driver of a motor-car has been properly 
cautious or not. I venture tothink that 
this is a satisfactory method of dealing 
with the matter, because it will enable 
any local authority, for any reasons 
which seem good to it, to apply to the 
Local Government Board to have a 
special maximum speed fixed wherever 
there are corners or dangerous places, 
or where for any reason special condi- 
tions should be imposed. 


[ venture to say that the Bill will 
have this effect, that it will concentrate 
the attention of the police upon those 
places where they are really wanted, 
instead of their being scattered over 
places where they are not wanted in the 
hope of getting a conviction where, 
though the speed may be high, there is 
really no danger to the public. I have 
almost concluded my review of the Bill, 
but I may addthat there is a clause 
which raises the present maximum of 
the penalties. The penalties for offences 
against the Act may be for a first 
conviction a fine of £20, or three 
months’ imprisonment ; for a second or 
subsequent offence a fine not exceeding 
£50, or six months imprisonment ; but 
in the case of imprisonment without the 
option of a fine being awarded by the 
Court of summary jurisdiction there is 
a right of appeal to a higher Court. 
Provision is also made in the Bill to 
ensure the identification as far as 
possible of those who commit offences 
against the Bill, because a person who is 
| guilty of reckless driving, and refuses to 
give his name and address, or gives a 
false name and address, is, by that act 
alone, guilty of an offence against the 
Act ; and the owner of the car, whether 
actually driving or not, is required to 
give any information in his power which 
may lead to the identification or appre- 
hension of the driver who has committed 
the offence. I have explained, clearly 
I hope, all the provisions of the Bill, but 
I refrain at this stage from argument 
until 1 hear what is said against it. 1 
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think that would probably be more 
appropriate to the Second Reading stage 
of the Bill. Inthe meantime I beg to 
present this Bill, and to move that it be 
read a first time. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 1*. 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


THE Marquess or GRANBY: It 


would be very difficult, my Lords, at | 


this moment, not having the Bill in 
one’s hands, to make any practical 
observations on the subject, but having 
taken deep interest in this matter | 
venture to say that it appears to me 
that His Majesty's Government have 
very fairly met, as far as one can judge 
from the slight sketch given by the 
noble Lord, the requirements of the 
case. There are one or two points which 
one will be better able to understand 
when the Bill is in print, but I think, 
on the whole, the measure will meet 
the main points. I therefore personally 
hope that we shall get on as soon as 
possible to the next stage. 


THE Ear or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, there is one point which was 
touched upon by the noble Lord who 
introduced this Bill which seems to 
me to require rather further considera- 
tion than he gave to it--the point 
dealing with the persons who are to 
require a licence for driving a motor- 
car. As I unders:and the Bill, amateurs 
are to be excused from taking out 
licences partly because of the difficulty 
of extending the licence system to all, 
and partly because it would be an 
infringement of the liberty of the subject, 
because people who drive horses along a 
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that the value of the lives of His 
Majesty's lieges in this country is less 
than that of the lives of French citizens. 
I think that no one who has had any 
experience —and every one must com- 
pulsorily have experience of motor-cars 
as affecting the roads of the country— 
can doubt that it is necessary to keep 
under the severest supervision the 
|capacity of those who undertake to 
drive these cars. 


I confess I should have been glad to 
| hear from the noble Lord that he was 
| prepared to demand from everyone who 
|undertook to drive a motor-car—a 
vehicle of such pregnant possibilities 

some proof of his fitness to undertake 
|the management of that machine. We 
do not want a number of Phaethons 
_careering in chariots of the Sun all over 
|the country; if so, we shall have many 
more accidents than have yet occurred. 
| What I want to point out to the noble 
| Lord, which, of course, he has already 
| sufficiently weighed, is that this industry 
\is only in its infaney. What we are 
| seeing now with regard to motor cars is 
not half what we shall seein a year ; it 
‘is not one-tenth part of what we shall 
see in five years. If the figures that are 
supplied to me are in any way exact, 
and I suspect they convey a generally 
sound impression of the facts, they come 
to this—that there are at this moment 
about 8,000 motor-cars running over 
the roads of this country, but that there 
are under order for delivery no fewer 
than 10,000 at this moment, which will 
more thin double the number of motor- 
cars that are on the roads. That is a 
formidable outlook, but it is a mere 
bagatelle compared with what we have 
to look forward to in a not remote 
future. I think it is one of the gravest 








public road are not expected to give any 
proof of their fitness. I do not think | 
the cases are parallel. The horse is a | 
controllable animal, but the motor-car | 
has enormous possibilities of danger to 
the public if ill-regulated ; and I cannot 
see any reason for the distinction which 
is drawn between the professional and 
the amateur driver with regard to the 
requirement of a licence. In France, if 
{ am not misinformed, everyone who 
undertakes to drive a motor-car has to 
give proof of his efficiency and has to 
take out a licence; and I do not see 





questions with which the Government 
ean deal. I do not say that they have 
not weighed very carefully all the pros 
and cons of the various courses open to 
them, and I am by no means such an 
expert as to be able to indicate to them 
what course they should adopt. But I 
must say honestly, however, with refer- 
ence to the particular question of the 
licence, that as at present advised I am 
very strongly of opinion that they should 
include in their Bill a provision to the 
effect that everyone, whether a pro 
prietor, chauffeur, or merely a casual 
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amateur, before he conducts one of these | duced this Bill, and which I think is rather 
machines on the highway should be| unsatisfactory, is that local authorities 
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compelled to give to an expert authority 
some satisfactory proof of his fitness, as 
is the case in France. 


Tae Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, we must, of course, wait for the 


print of the Bill before we can form any | 
opinion worth having upon it, but there | 


is one point which, perhaps, the noble 
Lord can explain to usa little more fully 
than he did. He said that anyone 
who drove recklessly would commit an 
offence under this Bill, but he did not 
explain to us who was to be the judge of 
reckless driving. Of course, that is a 
very important matter. So far as I could 
gather from his general statement, the 
restriction as to speed is very much to be 
left, except in certain cases, to the driver 
himself. 
Nothing, however, was said, at all events 
by the noble Lord, with regard to speed. 
I think he stated that different local 
authorities might apply to the Local 
Government Board to have regulations 
made on this subject, certainly with 
regard to any dangerous corners or parts 
of the roads within their jurisdiction. I 
should like to ask—Will it be possible 
for different regulations as to speed to be 
made with regard to different counties, 
or is it intended that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should issue general regula- 
tions applicable to the whole kingdom ? 
I should be much obliged if the noble 
Lord could give us some indication as to 


how the Bill stands with regard to those | 


points. 


THE Eart or MAYO: I congratulate 
His Majesty’s Government upon the fact 
that they have at last recognised the 
existence of motor-cars, and that some 
measure is being brought in to deal with 
this important question. I have just 
returned from Ireland, where I witnessed 
the motor race a few days ago. I know 
there are many who are strongly opposed 
to motor-cars altogether, and think that 
they are going to run about and kill every- 
body, but I should like to say that hun- 


dreds of motor-cars passed through Dublin | 


last week and through villages, at a high 
rate of speed, without doing any damage 


whatever, and many of the streets of | 


Dublin are extremely narrow. One point 
dealt with by the noble Lord who intro- 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


He must not drive recklessly. , 


_are to have power to apply to the Local 


‘Government Board to fix a maximum 
| speed over the roads in their jurisdiction. 
| Localauthoritiesare not very much inclined 
| to favour motors, and I think that if 
some limit of speed were put in the Bill 
it would be much better than leaving it 
entirely to the local authorities. The 
result of the race in Ireland is to show 
that a foreign nation has produced a 
‘car which is far ahead of any this 
country is likely to produce at the 
present time, and therefore I think that 
‘anything we can do to foster this 
important and growing industry, in the 
face of the competition that is now 
existing in foreign countries we should 
do. If anything were done by narrow- 
minded people to hamper this great 
industry, I think it would be lamentable, 
because there is no doubt that motor- 
cars are destined to play a most important 
part in the future, not only in convey- 
ing people from one place to another, 
but in moving the agricultural produce, 
which now costs such a large sum to 
transport by train. 


On Question, Bill read 1°. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
propose to put down the order for 
Second Reading for Tuesday next, 

_ subject to the convenience of your Lord- 
ships. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: It is an 
urgent matter. The sooner the Second 
Reading is taken the better. 


The order for Second Reading was 
then fixed for Tuesday next. 


ALLOTMENTS (LONDON) BILL [H.L.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*EarL CARRINGTON : My Lords, I 
need only detain the House for one 
Moment in moving the Second Reading 
| of this Bill, which has been before your 
Lordships on one ortwo previous occasions, 
but failed to secure a Second Reading. 
The object of the Bill is to facilitate the 
provision of allotments by the London 
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County Council and to enable that body | Council would be more fitted to deal 


to set out pieces of land in small allot- | 
ments, which would be a great conveni- 
ence and benefit to a large number of 
Londoners. At the present moment, 
under the Small Holdings Act, 1894, it is 








with it than other County Councils. 
The London County Council has to deal 
with an urban population, and the other 
County Councils with more rural popu- 
lations, and if there was anything in his 


impossible to set out land except in | argument it would be in favour of givin 
parcels of over an acre. This Bill would to the more rural County Councils the 
enable the London County Council to let | powers which this Bill proposes to confer 
smaller portions of land than that, so a8 on the London County Council. Outside 


to avoid the great evil which now exists | 
of under-letting. In London we have | 
ninety-one acres let out in allotments, | 
but there are over 12,000 acres in| 
different parts of London available for | 
cutting up and letting in small allotments. 
It is difficult to conceive why there 
should be any objection to this apparently 
harmless Bill, but I believe the great 
objection to it is that this power is not | 
given to any County Councils in 
‘ngiand. I venture to submit that 
there is a great difference between the 
County Councils in England and the | 
London County Council. District and 
Parish Councils undertake this work 
and do it very well, in the country, but | 
in London the boroughs have never) 
moved in this direction at all. I respect- | 
fully ask the House to give us this) 
power, which is, after all, a very small | 
one, for it is only extending to the | 
london County Council, which is re- 
sponsible for the welfare of 5,000,000 of | 
people, privileges which are given to | 
every District and Parish Council in | 
England. 


Moved that the Bill be now read 2*.— | 
(Earl Carrington.) 


LorpD KENYON : My Lords, I regret | 


that the Local Government Board do} 
not see their way to accept this Bill. | 
The noble Earl was perfectly correct in | 
stating that he had presented the Bill to 
the House on two previous occasions and | 
on both of those occasions it was rejected | 
—on the first by eighty-seven votes to 
twenty-five, and on the second by fifty- 
six votes to sixteen, from which I think | 
it will be seen that the House has not | 
agreed to the principle of the Bill. The 
Local Government Board conceive it to 
be more the duty of the Borough 





London the powers as regards the provi- 
sion of allotments devolve on the Urban 
and Rural District Councils, exe pt in 
cases where the Council may default 
in their duty. There is no doubt 


‘that at present the “Metropolitan 
Borough Councils are not empowered 


to purchase land for allotments, but 
looking to the circumstances of London 


it may be assumed that if allotments are 


required they can be more properly 
secured by hiring than by purchase of 
land for the purpose, and if power for 


| purchase is necessary it should be con- 


ferred on the Borough Councils. I hope, 
therefore your Lordships will not consent 
to read the Bill a second time. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I deeply regret that the noble Lord 
should have been instructed by the Local 
Government Board to offer opposition to 
this Bill, especially because it seems to 
me there is no opposition to be offered 
tothe measure on the ground of principle. 
The principle of the Bill has really 
been accepted. Even the noble Lord in 
his speech raised no objection to the 
principle of the Bill. It was merely a 
question of machinery that he raised. 
The most he could say was that this Bill 
did so far cause a certain difference 
between the London County Council 
and other County Councils in proposing 
to give to the London County Council 
a power which was not held by other 
County Councils He did not at allargue 
that there was any principle violated by 
giving to an authority in London power 
to deal with land by means of allotments. 
I venture to say that there is this 
difference—which the noble Lord has 
entirely forgotten—that the London 
County Council itself is a very special 





Councils to deal with this question, and | body, and that it differs in a great 


I cannot follow the noble Earl in his, many ways from an ordinary County 


argument that the London County | Council. The argument that he used 
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that an ordinary County Council dealt 


with rural districts and a rural popula- | 
tion, andtherefore was better fitted todeal | 
wi h allotments, does not apply in London. | 


The London County Council has to meet 
the wants of an urban population, and 
may therefore presumably be supposed to 
be acquainted with the wants of that popu- 
lation and to know how best to deal with 
them. What is the history of this 
question ? The London County Council 
has been given power to acquire land for 
small holdings, it can at this moment 
acquire and let out or sell land for small 
holdings, varying from one acre to fifty 
acres. It can let out portions of land of 
a comparatively large area, and yet it is 
not to be entrusted with the power to let 
out smaller areas. The people of London 
do not require allotments of ten or 
twenty or fifty acres; what they want 
are small garden plots, and these the 
County Council cannot supply except by 
what I may call a subterfuge. I dare say 
the noble Lord is not aware that by a 
roundabout method the London County 
Council does manage to supply to the 
people of London these small allotments, 
and does so, as I think, in a very unsatis- 
factory manner ; but the demand was so 
great that we were obliged to find that 
way, which is always to be found, of 
driving a coach-and-four through an Act 
of Parliament. 


Even now the London County Couneil 
in seven different districts of London 
supplies no less than eighty-four and 
a half acres ef land to no _ fewer 
than 734 cultivators, or an average of 
nine per acre. That does not involve 
any charge on the rates ; on the contrary, 
the County Council, by this method, has 
managed to some extent to meet the 
wants of the people without placing any 
burden whatever on the ratepayers. I 
find from last year’s report that the 
receipts from these small holdings 
amounted to no less than £357, while 
the expenditure on them was £308. Let 
me just give an instance or twoof the rents 
which the London County Council pays 
for these lands, and the sums that are 
paid bythe small cultivators. In the 
Catford district the Council pays £2 15s. 
an acre for the land and receives from 
the tenants £5 10s. an acre; in the 
Plumstead district the Council pays 
£2 10s. an acre and receives £5 an acre ; 
inthe hooters’ Hill district the Council 


Lord Tweedmouth, 


{LORDS} 
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pays £2 10s. an acre and receives 
£2 14s.; and in the Norwood district 
the Council pays £4 and receives £7 15s. 
It will be seen from these figures that, 
though the London County Council is 
obliged to pay very much more than 
the agricultural value for the land, the 
people who are desirous of having these 
allotments are willing to pay six or seven 
times the agricultural value for it. All 
that this Bill asks your Lordships to do 
is to legalise the system which is now in 
force, because after all it is only by an 
evasion of the present Act that the 
London County Council has been able to 
do this very valuable work. If the 
London County Council is to do this 
work and provide these allotments, it is 
far better that they should do it in an 
open and authorised manner than in a 
roundabout way. The noble Lord said 
he thinks it better that the Borough 
Councils should do this, but they have 
not got power to do it, and have not 
shown the least desire of wanting power. 
On the other hand, the London County 
Council has been doing it, has received 
the thanks of the people whom it serves 
for doing it, and has shown that it can 
do it even with all the present difficulties, 
without putting a single sixpence on the 
rates and without embarrassing any body 
at all. I think that a body which is 
capable of undertaking all the work which 
the present Government has thrown 
upon it in the last three years is certainly 
fit to be entrusted with the duty of per- 
forming in a direct and legal way a 
service it has already rendered for some 
years to the people of London in an 
indirect way. For that reason I hope, 
in spite of the speech of my noble friend 
Lord Kenyon, your Lordships will con: 
sent to read the Bill a second time. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
My Lords, I cannot understand why at 
this period of the session this Bill, which 
has been more than once rejected by 
the House, should be brought in and 
should be pressed when it is obvious, 
owing to the attitude of the noble Lord 
who represents the Local Government 
Board, that it has not much chance of 
passing. I do not think any reason has 
been shown why the London County 
Council should be put in this matter in 
@ position different from other County 
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Councils, and it is also perfectly obvious 
that the London County Council would 
have to go outside its own district to 
purchase this land. One reason why 
the Local Government Board think that 
if there is any real demand for these 
allotments the Borough Councils would 
be the best bodies to provide them is 
this, that in that case the transaction 
would be directly under the purview of 
those whose responsibility would be) 
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pledged for it, because if there was to 
be any loss by the purchase of the land 
the loss would fall upon the ratepayers 
of the district that had embarked in this 
enterprise. In all the circumstances [| 
do not think a case has been made out 
for the House reversing the decision it 
has come to on two previous occasions. 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 
Contents, 11; Not-Contents, 50. 


CONTENTS. 


Crewe, E. 
Northbrook, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Reay, L. 


Ripon, M. 


Carrington, E. [ Teller. ] 
Chesterfield, E. [Teller.] 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) ; Waldegrave, E. 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) | Yarberough, E. 


Portland, D. 
Hutchinson, V. 
Ailesbury, M. more. ) 

Bath, M. Portman, V. 


Allerton, L. 
Alverstone, L. 
Ashbourne, L. 
Avebury, L. 
Balfour, L. 
Barnard, L. 


Camperdown, E. 
Carnwath, E. 
Coventry, E. 

Egerton, E. 
Harrowby, E. 

Leven and Melville, E. 


Mayo, E. Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


Morton, E. Belper, L. 


Onslow, E. Calthorpe, L. 
Powis, E. 
Rosse, E. Clanwilliam, L. 





Vane, E. (MM. Londonderry-) william.) 
LUNACY ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
LONDON BILL [4.L. ]. 


[SECOND READING, ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


ing read. 


Eart CARRINGTON : My Lords, this 
is another small Bill, the object of which 
is to authorise the London County 
Council to provide receiving houses for 
the detention of persons mentally affected, 
or alleged to be of unsound mind, pend- 
ing their examination and removal, if 
necessary, to asylums. ‘This initial pro- 
cedure is at present carried out, for the 
most part, in workhouses, and is found 
to be inconvenient and sometimes harm 
ful. It is believed that the proper treat- 
ment of mental disease in its earlier 
stages, or of symptoms of incipient 
mental disease, would often obviate the 








Churchill, V. [ Tedler.] 


Rosebery, L. (£. Rosebery.) 
Sandhurst, L. 

Thring, L. 

Tweedmouth, L. 
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[ Teller. ] Clittord of Chudleigh, L. 

Congleton, L 

De Mauley, L. 

Dunboyne, L. 

(E. Donough- | Glenesk, L. 

Grey de Ruthyn, L. 

Hatherton, L. 

Kenyon, L. 

Kinnaird, L. 

Lawreuce, L. 

Manners of Haddon, L. (J 
Granby.) 

Norton, L. 

Oranmore and Browne, L. 

Redesdale, L. 

Robertson, L, 

Windsor, L. 


Carysfort, L. (£. Carysfort.) | Wolverton, L. 


(BE. Clan- 





necessity for sending to a county, lunatic 
asylum persons who, under the present 
arrangements, cannot be otherwise dealt 
with. The proposed system of receiving 
houses will thus be not only beveficial 
but economical in its operation. The 
receiving houses will be available for the 
treatment of out-patients, and will be 
under the supervision of the Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy and be conducted in 
accordance with the law regulating 
county asylums. In the first instance 
there will probably be two receiving 
houses, one for the north and one for 
the south of London. Each house will 
accommodate thirty patients and the 
necessary staff. 1 understand that the 
Lord Chancellor told a deputation which 
waited upon him on this subject that he 
approved the proposals in principle. The 
Commissioners in Lunacy have also 
expressed their approval, the Local 
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Government Board give a _ general ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
approval to the scheme, and it is AMENDMENT BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : I 
assume that as this Bill only amends an 
Lg Act it will not apply to yo agg 
: he Bill has been drafted privately and 

Moved, that the Bill be now read 2".— | not by a public Areerweseth and, Pron 
(Zarl Carrington.) | fore, probably that point has been over- 

‘looked. I do not wish to raise any 


*Turz Lorp CHANCELLOR (the Earl | difficulty about it now, but if the point 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I join in the | is not clear—and I have had one or two 
hope expressed by the noble Earl that | letters from Scotland asking whether 
this Bill will not meet the same fate as | the Bill is intended to apply to Scotland 
the Bill on which your Lordships have | —! think it would be as well to put in 


approved by more than 50 per cent. of 
the boards of guardians in London. I 
hope the Bill will therefore not meet the 
fate of the one I have just submitted to 
your Lordships. 








just divided. What'I told the deputation | 4 Clause to the effect that it does not so 
was that I would be happy to consider 
the proposals, and assist in passing them 
if I could, when I had seen what the 
Bill was. I can redeem that pledge now 
by saying that I think what is proposed 
is an improvement which I should be 
glad to see made law. The present | 
system is undoubtedly unsatisfactory, 
and I have received a great number of 
complaints with reference to the mingling 
of lunatics, or alleged lunatics, and | 
paupers in the workhouses. One or 
two observations which have been sent 
to me will, I have no doubt, receive the 
consideration of the noble Earl and the 
London County Council. One is to the 
effect that the Council is rather behind- 
hand in the work they have already 
undertaken with regard to the provision 
to be made for lunatics. I do not think | 
that a conclusive objection to the Bill, | 
because the passing of the measure will 
relieve the pressure now complained of. | 
It is also urged that enormous expense 
will be incurred. That may or may not! 
be an objection on the part of the rate- 
payers, but they can urge it on the 
County Council. who rule their own 
finance. It does not concern me in 
respect of the jurisdiction of the Lunacy 
Commissioners. On the whole, I think | 
the Bill, if properly amended in one or | 
two directions, which can be indicated in | 
Committee, will be an advantageous | 
addition to the Statute-book, and I will | 
support the Second Reading. 


| 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com-| 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole! 
| Report from one of the Examiners of 


House on Thursday next. 
Earl Carrington. 


apply. 

Lorp REAY: It is not intended that 
the Bill should apply to Scotland, 
but I «um quite willing, if the noble 
Lord wishes it, to insert a claus: to that 
effect. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The point can be considered before the 
Standing Committee. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; 
and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 

NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L. } 

Read 3* (according to Order) and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 

GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 

Read 3 {according to Order), and 
passed. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Six o’clock, to 
Thursday next. a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 7th July, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—Shropshire and Wor- 
cestershire Electric Power Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, 'I'hat the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Hampton Court Gas Bill, Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill, read the third 
time, and passed. 


Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences Bill 
{Lords}; Pontypridd Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; South Lanca- 
shire Tramways Bill ([Lords|. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


Aston Manor Improvement Bill | Lords] 
(by Order). As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time. 


Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Castle- 
blaney, Keady, and Armagh Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill, Standing Orders 
211, 236, and 237 be suspended, and 
that the Committee of Selection have 
leave to appoint the Committee on the 
Bill to sit and proceed forthwith.—(J/r. 
Caldwell.) 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. 
Ordered, That, in the case of the King- 
ston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill, Standing 
Order 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—( Mr. 
(ald well.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
aud passed. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
sill. Read the third time, and passed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee. 


1. “That, in the case of the North 
Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill 
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eres} the Standing Orders ought to be 
ispensed with. hat the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

2. “That, in the case of the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill 

Lords|, the Standing Orders ought to be 
ispensed with. hat the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

3. “That, in the case of the Taff Vale 
Railway Bill [Lords], Petition for dispens- 
ing with Standing Order 129 in the 
case of the Petition of the Urban District. 
Council of Mountain Ash against the Bill, 
the said Standing Order ought not to be 
dispensed with.” 


First two Resolutions agreed to 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


Military Lands Provisional Orders: 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill, with an Amendment. 


Cheshire Lines Committee Bill. 


Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council 
Bill. 


Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell 
Railway Bill. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendment to Education Board Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, 


ete.) Bill { Lords]. 


Amendments to British Gas Light 
Company (Norwich) Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [Lords]. Second Reading deferred 
till Thursday (Evening Sitting). 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill 
[Lords] ; Fife Electric Power Bill [Lords]- 
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Reported, with Amendments; Reports | 
‘to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


Questions. 


Local Government Provisional Order | 
«No. 15) Bill. Reported {Provisional | 
Order not confirmed] ; 
upon the Table. 

PETITIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petition from Henfield, against ; 
lie upon the Table. 


to 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
BILL. 

Petition against: 

Swinton ; and Eccles ; 

Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND 
MENT BILL. 


Petition from Dalkeith, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


from Heywood ; 
to lie upon the 


ETC, 


ANKYLOSTOMIASIS. 


Copy presented, of Reports by Mr. 


J. R. Mulvany, His Majesty’s Consul- 
General at Diisseldorf, and Dr. F. Ph. 
Koenig, the British Vice-Consul, on the 
outbreak of Ankylostomiasis in the 
Westphalian Colliery District in Germany 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with 
the consent of the Borden Parish Council 
in the case of the Mid Kent Water 
Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed, |No. 241.] 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
‘Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 593 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3016 to 3019 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Report to lie| 
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Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Re-adjustment of Ecclesiastical 
Endowments. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
_E.): To ask the hon. Member for West 
| Salford, as Church Estates Commissioner, 
‘what is approximately the present 
annual value (as defined in the fifth 
section of the Incumbents Resignation 
| Act (1871) Amendment Act, 1887), of 
the benefice of St. Botolph, Bishopsgate, 
in the City of London; what communi- 
cations (if any) have passed between the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners and the 
Bishop of London, as patron of the living, 
with regard to the surrender by the next 
presentee of a portion of the income of 
the benefice, and to what purpose or 
purposes it is proposed that the amount 
so surrendered should be applied ; and 
whether the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
will consider the question of applying to 
Parliament for further powers to enable 
them to enforce a re-adjustment of 
endowments in such cases for the benefit 

| of poor benefices. 


(Answered by Mr. Lees Knowles.) In a 
Return (No. 78, of 1902), made by the 
Bishop of London pursuant to an Order 
of the House of Lords, the annual 
value of this benefice is stated as £2,300. 
There has been no communication 
between the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
and the Bishop of London as to the 
surrender by the next incumbent of 
any portion of the income. The Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners have already 
power, with consent of the patron and 
Bishop, to frame schemes for ratification 
by His Majesty in Council for apportion- 
ing the income of a benefice between it 
and other benefices in the same patron- 
age. 


House of Commons—Ventilation Com- 
mittee—Publication of Report. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) : 
ask the hon. Member for West Derby- 
shire, as representing the First Commis. 
sioner of Works, when the Report of the 
Select Committee appointed to inquire 
into the ventilation and sanitary arrange- 
ments of the House of Commons will be 
presented. 
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(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) The 
date of the presentation of the Report is 
rather a matter for the Committee than 
the First Commissioner of Works. But 
the First Commissioner understands 
that the Committee is now considering 
its Report. 


Wheat Exports from Canada and the 
United States. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade it he can state what 
proportion of the wheat imported last 
year ostensibly from the United States 
was in reality of Canadian growth, 
owing to the railway facilities offered by 
the American companies and the shipping 
advantages from American ports; and, 
further, if the Intelligence Department 
of the Board of Trade is in possession of 
information as to the relative area of 
the land suitable for wheat awaiting 
development in the United States and 
in the Dominion of Canada respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I regret 
that it is not possible to state what pro- 
portion of the wheat recorded in the 
Trade Accounts of the United Kingdom, 
as having been imported from the 
United States last year was of Canadian 
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growth or vice versi. The answer to the 
second portion of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Railway Facilities in Anglesey. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
To ask the President of the Board of | 
Trade whether his attention has been | 
called to the railway arrangements for 
the county of Anglesey ; is he aware 
that the first ordinary train does not 
leave Holyhead until 8 a.m., making it 
impossible for business men to reach 
the nearest English towns until after- 
noon; that the last stopping train 
leaves at 6 p.m., causing inconvenience 
to country people who wish to do 
business at Holyhead on market and 
other days ; that owing to the distances 
between stations a large part of the 
county is not accorded convenient rail- 
way facilities ; and that, although their 
attention has been called to these and 
other facts, and the grievances have 
been admitted by them, the London and 
North Western Railway Company have 





not taken any steps to meet the wants 
of the district ; and, if so, whether he 
will bring pressure to bear on the 
company to cause them to establish a 
more satisfactory train service, and to 
erect new stations in the county. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board have brought the hon. Member’s 
Question to the notice of the railway 
company referred to. They cannot 
further intervene in questions of 
passenger traffic arrangements, which 
must be left to the discretion of the 
several railway companies. 


Wheat Imports into Germany. 

GoLtonEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if he can state what is 
the duty per quarter upon wheat charged 
upon entry into Germany ; and what is 
the present price of wheat in Germany 
as compared with the price of the same 
quality in Great Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Tf my 
hon. friend will be good enough to refer 
to the printed answers to Questions 
given yesterdayt (page 1252) he will see 
that I have already answered this 
Question. 


Law of Valuation—Introduction of Fresh 
Legislation. 

Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Buckrose): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
can state when it is intended to introduce 
the measure for improving the Law of 
Valuation and Assessment. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 
cannot at present state when I shall be 
in a position to introduce the Bill referred 
to. 


Performing Bears in Public Streets. 

Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the attention 
of the police has been drawn to one, if not 
two, performing bears that have for 
several weeks past been in the streets of 
the Metropolis; and whether, in view of 
what occurred upon a previous occasion, 





+ See page 1375. 
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the police will now, before a fatal| porary clerk with approximately two 
accident happens, require these bears to| years service toa staff post with salary 
ibe taken away from the Metropolis. rising to £250 per annum. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers-| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The De- 
Douglas.) The police have been paying} partment recommended that the salaries 
due attention to this matter, and since | of two of the five clerks who had from 
the Ist May have taken action in six | nine to eleven years service, and whose 
cases in different parts of the Metropolis. | remuneration at the time was under £100 
In two cases conv ctions were obtained, | 4 year, should be increased to £120, and 
in the other cases the defendants were | that the increment of salary in the cases 
discharged. The police have no power | f the other three clerks should be 
to require that these bears shall be increased to £5a year. The first of these 
removed, and can only intervene when | Proposals was agreed to by the Treasury. 


they are the cause of obstruction or are 


pogo . the annoyance of inhabitants lie 7 from Irish 
sl aati at Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): To ask 
' ' the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
Disorderly Houses in Southwark. tenant of Ireland whether, seeing that 





Captain NORTON (Newington, W.):| the petrol used for motor-cars is a purely 
‘To ask the Secretary of State for the | foreign product, experiments will be 
Home Department whether his attention | made by the Department of Agriculture 
has been called by the Council of the} with a view to supplanting its use by 
Borough of Southwark to the difficulty | alcohol extracted from  Irish-grown 
experienced in dealing with disorderly | beetroot and potatoes. 
houses in their district, in view of refusals 
of magistrates presiding at police Courts| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
in the borough to convict, and of the| matter is engaging the attention of the 
penalties imposed in the case of persons | Department. 
prosecuted for keeping disorderly houses, 
and whether he can take any steps in the Irish Land Commission—Entailed 
matter. Estates. 

CotoneEL WYNDHAM-QUIN (Gla- 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers | morganshire): Toask the Chief Secretary 
Douglas.) A complaint was made to me | to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland how, 
last year by the Council of the Borough | upon the sale to the Land Commission of 
of Southwark to the effect indicated, but | an entailed family mansion-house and 
I cannot say that the facts of the parti- | demesne land by a tenant for life, the 
cular case to which reference was made | purchase money will be dealt with and 
were such as to satisfy me that the com-| how the rights of the remaindermen will 
plaint was well-founded. The magistrates | be preserved ; and whether, upon such 
dealing with these cases exercise a dis-| mansion-house and demesne land being 
cretion with which I have no power to | resold to the tenant for life in considera- 
interfere. | tion of a-rent-charge, they will, subject to 

| the rent-charge, be subject to the original 
Irish Agricultural peppetanent—Chavtent entail and the rights of the remaindermen 
Staff. | secured to them, and how this will be 

accomplished. 








Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in regard | (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
to the clerical staff of the Agricultural | purchase money will be paid over to the 
Department, he will endeavour to obtain | trustees of the settlement, to be held by 
precise particulars respecting the nature| them on the trust of that settlement. 
and result of the representations to the| The intention of the Bill is that the 
Treasury, in the case of the gentlemen | demesne or lands re-purchased shall be 
whose services range from nine to eleven | held free and discharged from the trusts 
years and whose salaries are still con-| of the settlement, but the question is, 
siderably under £100 a year, made at the | with others affecting the matter, under 
time it was proposed to ‘promote a tem-! consideration. 
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Extra Police at Bruree, County Limerick. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will ex- 
plain why extra police have been drafted 
into the village of Bruree, in the county 
of Limerick, on whom will the cost fall, 
and will he now direct that they be re- 
moved as the place is peaceable. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Three 
constables were sent to Bruree in conse- 
quence of a strike in the neighbourhood ; 
two of them have since been withdrawn. 
The third constable will return to his 
station when his services are no longer 
required. The cost of the extra con- 
stables will be defrayed from the Con- 
stabulary Vote. 


Accommodation for Members of Parlia- 
ment at Aldershot Review. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any enclosure or accommodation 
will be provided for Members of the 
House of Commons at Aldershot on 
Wednesday. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Owing to the short notice of the changed 
date of the Review, in view of the visit 
of President Loubet, it was not possible 
to erect stands to see the Review. 
Arrangements were made to make any 
accommodation which was possible avail- 
able, and an announcement was inserted 
in the newspapers requesting that those 
desiring tickets for the Review at Alder- 
shot should apply to the General Officer 
Commanding there, and I understand that 
the available space has been allotted to 
the very utmost extent possible. 


‘London University—Positions of Profit 
for Members of Senate. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, as members of the 
Senate of the University of London have 
now been appointed to paid offices under 
the Senate as professors and examiners, 
although under the former charter no 
member of the Senate was eligible as an 
examiner, he will propose an Amendment 
of the University of London Act, making 
members of the Senate ineligible for 
such positions of emolument. 
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(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
University of London as constituted 
under charter was merely an examining 
commission awarding diplomas and de- 
grees to students trained in institutions 
having no organic connection with the 
University or to students trained by 
private study. iv was therefore very 
desirable that the commission that 
awarded the honours and settled the 
schemes of examination should not ap- 
point themselves to the office of ex- 
aminer in receipt of a salary. The 
present University, on the other hand, 
as reconstituted by the Act of 1898, is 
a teaching University, created with the 
purpose of giving the teachers a share in 
the work of the University, whether by 
examination, by teaching, or by research. 
The receipt of a salary from the Uni- 
versity chest does not preclude a pro- 
fessor or internal examiner at Oxford or 
Cambridge from a share in the govern- 
ment of those Universities, and from a 
seat on a Syndicate or Delegacy or 
Council of the Senate, and any such 
restriction would cripple the power 
of the University to call to its aid its 
most distinguished teachers and ex- 
aminers. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Religious Instruction in Public 
Elementary Schools. 

Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education if he will 
alter the by-law respecting the hours of 
attendance of children in public elemen- 
tary schools, so that only those children 
shall be compelled to attend the schools 
during the time devoted to religious in- 
struction whose parents have sent a 
written request to the managers, express- 
ing the wish that their children shall be 
present during such instruction. 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WitttAm AwNson, Oxford Univer- 
sitv): The proposal contained in the 
Question does not appear to the Board 
to be in accordance with the require- 
ments of Section 7 (1) of the Flementary 
Education Act of 1870, and is not, there- 
fore, such as the Board could properly 
adopt. I may draw the hon. Member's 








— 


1527 Questions. 
attention to the new model by-laws 
recently issued by the Board, which, 
they are advised, follow exactly Section 
7 (1) of the Act of 1870; in districts 
where these are adopted by the local 
authority, parents will be able to with- 
draw their children in all cases from the 
school premises during the time set apart 
for instruction in religious subjects. 





Education Rate—Passive Resistance. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board | 
if his attention has been drawn to the | 
seizure of goods for the non-payment of | 
education rates, and to the fact that the | 
value of the goods seized has been in 
most cases in excess of the amount of 
the rate demanded; will he state 
whether the authorities have his sanction 
in seizing goods in excess of the amount | 
required ; and whether he proposes to | 
take any action in the matter to ensure a | 
more equitable administration of the law. | 

| 

THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER | 
Lone, Bristol, 8.) : I have seen newspaper | 
reports of cases where goods have been | 
taken on account of the non-payment of 
rates, but I do not know what was the 
value of the goods taken. It is a general 
rule of law that an excessive distress is 
an illegal proceeding for which the | 
person aggrieved would have his remedy | 
by action. Whether in any particular 
instance the distress is excessive is a 
legal question to be determined according 
to all the circumstances of the case. The | 
matter is not one with respect to which 
I have any jurisdiction, and I do not | 
propose to take any action with regard 
to it. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Newry Sessions—Jurors. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that jurors are summoned to the 
Newry Sessions from the whole of the 
barony of Iveagh, Lower Half, although 
two-thirds of that barony is situate 
in the Downpatrick Sessions District ; 
and whether, in view of the inconvenience 
caused to the jurors thus summoned, he 
will take steps to have the practice dis- 
continued. 
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Questions. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
Jurors’ Book is prepared by the Clerk 
of the Crown and Peace from lists made 
by the clerks of unions. Complaints 
have been made to the effect mentioned 
in the Question; but the mistakes 
originate, I understand, in the lists 
supplied by clerks of unions. The 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace will 
personally look into the matter and 
endeavour to have the defects remedied 
at the next Revision Sessions in Sep- 
tember. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I think the Jury 
List is prepared by the Sub-Sheriff and 
not the Clerk of the Crown and Peace. 


Dublin Detectives and the Camera. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that detectives of the Dublin 
police are giving annoyance to some 
citizens of Dublin by photographing them ; 
and, if so, will he state who is responsible 
for this conduct of the police; and 
whether he will order it to be discon- 
tinued. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: | understand that 
one or two constables in plain clothes 
took “snapshots” of individuals in the 
streets. Complaint having been made, 
the police will not act in this manner in 
future. 


Irish Local Government. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland to state 
whether he proposes in the next session 
of Parliament to introduce any further 
amending Local Government (Ireland) 
Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give any 
undertaking with respect to legislation 
next session. 


Crime in County Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, at the 
June quarter sessions for County Long- 
ford, County Court Judge Curran com- 
plimented the Grand Jury on the peace- 
ful state of the county ; that at the summer 
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assizes there was not one custody case for| Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Killoran was 
trial and practically no criminal business present at the inspection of the holding 
to be done ; and, if so, whether, in these by the Assistant Commissioners in 
circumstances, he proposes to continue | March last, and also gave evidence on 
the application to the county of the clauses | the re-hearing of the case at Sligo in 
of the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ire- April. 
land) Act, 1887, now in force there. 
: Mr. TULLY: Has inquiry been made 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter is en-/ as to why the notice has not been 
gaging the consideration of the Govern- | served on the tenant ? 
ment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: _ 
Mu. J. P. FARRELL: When may.we| anne ats 


have the fruit of the consideration ? Irish Land Bill—Definition of 


: “Occupiers of Land.” 

Mr. WYNDHAM: When we reach) \pR THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
the gap between the Committee and Re- to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
port stages of the Irish Land Bill I will Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the 
give personal attention to the matter. words ‘“ occupiers of land,” in Clause 19, 
page 11, line 27, include labourers who 


Irish County Council Accounts. are tenants of a Rural District Council. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord) fr. WYNDHAM: Technically, I 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local think, labourers in occupation of 


Government Board have approved of Jjapourers’ cottages as tenants to the 
the form of the new ledger required by District Council would come within the 
nut of course, the Land 


the secretaries of County Councils in description, | 
view of recent legislation ; and whether, Commission should make proper pro- 


owing to the public inconvenience that 
has been created by the fact that the 
copyright ledgers now in use are out of 
print and new copies are not available, 
the Local Government Board will them- 
selves issue a form of ledger suitable for 
the altered requirements of the County 


visions to safeguard the interests of the 
District Council, so that the right would 
be appurtenant to the cottage and 
not a personal right of the labourer. 


Head Rent. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 





Councils. W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


in. WYNDHAM: The accounts |‘ the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
which must be kept in the county he would insert a clause in the Irish 
ledger have been prescribed by the Local Land re giving tenants who purchased 
Government Board, but it has not pre- a holdings under the 24th “sy 
scribed a particular form of ledger, nor pon — we pong | Act gs 
is it considered desirable to do so. ee ce ee ee ee 
purchase this head rent at a price 
Ballymote Fair-Rent Appeals. to be fixed by the Land Commission. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief, Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ financial 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | scheme of the Act of 1881 was essentially 
Ireland whether the Land Commission | different from that of the present Bill. 
have made any investigation into the The cases of the nature mentioned are 
complaint from Mr Thomas M. few in number and it would be quite 
Killoran, Ballymote, that an appeal was | impossible to open up past transactions. 
heard by them against the fair rent! 
fixed by the sub-Commissioners on the | Cork Model Schools. 
19th June, 1900, on a holding on the; Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
estate of Colonel French, which he | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
purchased from Mrs. Kate Shaw, formerly | Lieutenant of Ireland if he has received 
Roddy, although no notice of appeal was |information that the Commissioners 
served on Mr. Killoran or Mr. Shaw ; and, | of National Education in Ireland have 
if so, will he say with what result. refused admission to the officials of 
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the Cork Technical Instruction Com- 
mittee; that on Saturday the head 
and assistant masters of the Technical 
School were refused admission, and 
will he take any steps to prevent the 
work of technical education in Cork 
being brought to a standstill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say more | 
than that as soon as the Committee | 
stage of the Irish Land Bill is completed 
—-which I assume will be at an early 
hour to-morrow—I will give this and | 
other matters attention. At present | 
I find it impossible to do so. 





Japan and Russia. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): | 
I desire to ask a Question of which | 
have given private notice. Have the 
Government any information to the: 
eifect that Japan is mobilising her 
forces and that an outbreak of hostilities | 
in the far East between that country | 
and Russia is impending? Have the 
Government taken, or do they propose 
to take any steps to induce these two 
countries to resort for the settlement 
of the differences between them to the | 
tribunal of The Hague, or do they | 
propose in any other way to use their | 

ood offices to prevent hostilities? Can | 
it in the absence of the Under Secretary | 
for Foreign Affairs, have an answer from 
my hon. and gallant friend, or from the 
Home Secretary ? 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 
Doucias, Kent, St. Augustine’s): As 
no notice has been given of the Ques- 
tion I cannot answer it. 
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of the House. 


the House at this moment whether he 
can give any information as to Question 
No. 38, whether any accommodation will 
be provided for Members at Aldershot 
on Wednesday. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should have starred his Question. 


Dr FARQUHARSON: 


is not mine. 


The Question 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is an additional 
reason why the hon. Member should not 


ask it. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: May I ask 


it on my own account ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order 
when an hon. Member has an unstarred 


Question on the Paper for another hon. 


Member to get up and ask it. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : Perhaps some 
Member of the Government would like 
to volunteer an answer to the Ques- 
tion ¢ 

[No reply was returned. } 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 


ask the First' Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now give any indication 


| as to when the Vote for the salary of the 


Secretary of State for War will be 
taken ; and if, in view of the important 


| subjects to be discussed and the fact 


that there has been no opportunity for 
the discussion of many recent military 
events and developments, he will allow 


_two days for the remaining Military 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg your 
pardon, I gave notice to the Under | 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: But you 


did, not give me any notice. 


Votes. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE TREASURY (Sir A. 
ACLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said: My right hon. friend has 


, authorised me to say that the Vote for 


The Review at Aldershot. 
Referring to an unstarred Question 
which appeared on the Paper in the! 
name of Major Rasch. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- | 
shire, W.): As time is pressing, I desire 
to ask whoever happens to be leading 


the salary of the Secretary of State for 
War will be taken either on Thursday 
week or Thursday fortnight. As 
regards the second part of the Ques- 
‘tion, I have been desired to say that 
the Government can hold out no 
hope of giving two full Supply days 


\to the Army Estimates, in view of the 
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claims of other important services 
which have not yet been before the 
House. 


Mr. PIRIE: As there was an under- 
standing that the debate should not be 
delayed until too late in the session, I 
hope it will be fixed for Thursday 
week, 


Stir A. ACLAND-HOOD: I will men- 
tion that to the First Lord. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): Will any time be 
allowed for the Militia Vote to be dis- 
cussed? It has not been debated for 
years. 


Sik A. ACLAND-HOOD: I cannot 
say, but I should hope some of the 
time set apart for the Army Estimates 
will be given to it. 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Is it still intended 
to take the Naval Works Bill first on 
Friday? May it be assumed that if the 
Irish Land Bill is not finished this even- 
ing it will be taken as the first order 
to-morrow, and that the business which 
has been put first to-morrow will come 
after it ? 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD: The right 
hon. Gentleman is correct as to the 
course which will be adopted to-morrow. 
Should the Education Vote be passed 
in reasonable time on ‘Thursday, 
it is}iproposed to take Class 2 of the 
Scotch Vote immediately afterwards. 
On Friday it is proposed to take the 
Report stage of the Scotch Licensing Bill, 
and on Monday it is intended to take the 
Second Reading of the Naval Works 
Bill. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): What about the 
London Education Bill ? 


Sir A, ACLAND-HOOD: The London 
Education Bill will probably be taken on 
Tuesday. 

NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 

Report from the Select Committee, 


with Minutes of Evidence and an Appen- 
dix, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No, 242.] 
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LICENSING ACTS (SCOTLAND) CON- 
SOLIDATION AND AMEND- 
MENT BILL, consolidated from 
LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL AND LICENS.- 
ING ACTS CONSOLIDATION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committec 
on Trade ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No, 243.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings o1 the 
Standing Committee to be printed. | No. 
243.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 267.] 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMAN’S 
PANEL). 


Sir JaMEs FERGUSSON reported from 
the Chairman’s Panel; That they had 
appointed Mr. John Edward Ellis to act 
as Chairman of the Standing Committee 
for the consideration of Bills relating to 
Law and Courts of Justice and Legal 
Procedure, at the conclusion of the con 
sideration of the Prevention of Corrup- 
tion Bill [Lords], in the place of Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HaLsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 
cluding Agriculture and _ Fishing), 
Shipping. and Manufactures; Mr. 
Black, Colonel Denny, Mr. Charles 


| Douglas, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Sir Charles 


Cayzer, Mr. Round, Mr. Eugene 
Wason, Earl of Dalkeith, and Mr. 
Young ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Mr. Burt, Mr. Dillon, Colonel 
Long, Sir William Mather, Mr. Ailwyn 
Fellowes, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Channing, 
Mr. Garfit, and Mr. O’ Malley. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [Lorps]}. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 268.] 

3G 2 
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(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the chair. } 


Clause 65. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 32, line 22, to leave out the word 
‘seven, and insert the word ‘two,’ ”—(Mr. 
William O Brien.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘seven’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.) said this 
particular stage of the Bill was of the 
most supreme importance to the people 
of the congested districts in Ireland. 
This and some subsequent Amendments 
dealt with the question of congestion in 
the West of Ireland, and in his opinion, 
if the subject was not satisfactorily and 
courageously grappled with by the 
Government, the Bill would prove a 
disappointment and not a boon to the 
inhabitants of the western provinces. 
These people were agreed on one thing, 
and that was that unless some principle 
ot popular representation was intro- 
duced into the constitution of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and unless addi- 
tional and compulsory powers were given 
to that body to acquire land, it would be 
impossible to enlarge the existing small 
holdings, the tide of emigration would 
not be stemmed, land could not be 
procured for landless people, and the land 
problem would remain unsolved. As to 
his own county of Sligo, that knew not 
the Congested Districts Board, it was 
divided into four unions, all of them being 
partly congested. In Boyle No. 2 Union 
there were thirteen electoral divisions, 
nine of which were unscheduled. The 


valuation of the unscheduled portion | 


was £22,507, while that of the grazing 
farms was £4,560. The holdings under 
£8 in the unscheduled portion numbered 
1,381. In two of the unscheduled 
divisions the gross valuation was £7,414, 
while the valuation of the grazing farms 
in the same division was £2,523 or over 
one-third of the whole. In the scheduled 
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of the state of the whole county, and 
clearly showed that it ought to be 
scheduled as a congested district. In the 
whole county of Sligo there were 9,117 
holdings under £10 valuation, or nearly 
| 70 per cent. of the whole, and it was safe 
| to say that nearly 60 per cent. of these 
| holdings were under £7 valuation. They 
'had in Sligo county a population en- 


deavouring to eke out a _ miserable 
existence on tracts of the reclaimed 
morass, while on the other hand 
they had deserts of the grazing 


lands in the hands of land jobbers and 
absentee landlords. Here was ample 
work for the Congested Districts Board, 
and unless some such scheme as that 
suggested by the hon. Member for Cork 
was accepted by the Government, how 
could the problem of the West be settled ? 
He believed the right hon. Gentleman 
was sincerely desirous of securing a 
speedy settlement of the land question. 
They thanked him for his efforts, and 
for meeting them in the conciliatory 
spirit he had done. They thanked him 
also for the sympathy he had shown 
in the case of the evicted tenants 
‘and of the large farmers, and they 
now appealed to him to tackle this 
problem of the West boldly and 
courageously by granting the concessions 
asked for—concessions Which could 
injure neither the Government, the 
landlord, nor the British taxpayer, but 
which would bring peace and happiness 
to the people of the congested districts. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
|W.) agreed that in the opinion of 


those who represented the  con- 
gested districts this was the most 
important part of the Land Bill. 
'On the preceding evening they 


| heard a good deal about the slow rate of 
| progress made by the Congested Districts 
3oard in Connaught. Hethoughtthere 
| was still greater cause of complaint to 

be found in the South and South-west, 
| where there had been an absolute and 

total neglect of large congested districts. 

What had the Board done in the county 
_of Kerry during the last twelve years! 
| With the best and most philanthropic 
| intentions, it had done practically nothing. 





divisions the valuation was £8,557, and , True, it had built piers around the sea 
the number of the holdings under £8 was | coast which had been a help to fishermen 
1,059. These figures were characteristic | in plying their dangerous calling, but 
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beyond that, there had been no really 
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advantage. But Lord Ventry refused to 


useful reproductive work initiated or | sell it, although an offer was made with 


carried out by the Board in that county. 


really experimenting, but, so far as he 
could gather, the people of that district 


work done. The inhabitants of Kerry, 


however, could not accept that explana-— 


tion as a satisfactory reply to their de- 
mand. It had been said the condition 
of Kerry was not so bad as that of 
Connaught, but he ventured to say that 
the condition of Kerry was something 
which ought not to be tolerated in these 
days when science was progressing and 


when the state of the people in every ' 


civilised country was improving. It 
was a hopeless condition, which was 
driving the people out of the country. 
The population of Kerry was returned 
at 165,000 ; yet in the last fifty vears 
no fewer than 211,000 had emigrated 
from that county alone. How were the 
people housed ? According to a recent 
Return, no fewer than 333 families of 
five persons were living in one-roomed 
hovels ; 271 families of six were similarly 
housed, and the same observation applied 
to 180 families of seven. And this state 
of things existed notwithstanding the 
fact that no fewer than 1,000 cottages 
had been erected under the Labourers 
Act. This was a deplorable state of 
things which the Congested Districts 
Board had power to deal with, and 
yet they had done absolutely nothing 
in Kerry to remedy it. What did 
the Poor Law Returns disclose? In 
Donegal one person in every 151 was 
supported out of the poor rate; in 
Mayo one in fifty-eight, and in Kerry 
one in thirty-five! Was it not time that 
something was done for Kerry? He 
might be asked what remedy he had to 
propose. His reply was that in many 
parts of the county there was land 
now going to waste. He knew of one 
particular tract of marsh land which 
forty or fifty years ago was growing 
wheat, but which, for want of an em- 
bankment, could not now be used for 
that purpose. All along the verge of 


that land were poor people huddled in 
small holdings, and among these this 
Jand might well be divided with great , 


|a@ view to having it embanked and 
It had been suggested that the Board | 
had purposely confined its operations to. 
one particular district because it was) 


divided up. He had heard that day 
that the Board had made a start in 
Kerry by purchasing an estate of 100 


acres; but what a poor show was that 
| for eleven years labours! 
even had not been satisfied with the | 


If the clause 
were passed in its present form, enabling 
the Board to hold farms for seven years, 
the inhabitants of the congested districts 
would have little to hope for from the 
Bill, and the tide of emigration would 
flow on uninterruptedly. They could 
not hope for good results until the people 
were represented on the Congested 
Districts Board. He held that the work 
could be more effectively performed by 
the County Councils, the members of 
which were drawn from the people and 
knew the needs of the people, and surely 
the House of Commons, which prided 
itself on its representative character, 
should be prepared to give to Ireland 
that slight extension of the representa- 
tive principle. 


*Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) said that 
according to the Returns recently issued 
there were only three counties in Ireland 
in which there were electoral divisions, 
in which the valuation was below 10s. 
per head of the population, and Galway 
wasoneofthem. The average valuation 
of that country was only £1 Os. 4d. per 
head, and it was the third lowest county 
in Ireland in that respect. In the dis- 
trict in which he lived there were four 
electoral divisions scheduled under the 
Congested Districts Board, and yet 
so far nothing has been done to 
relieve the poverty of these dis- 
tricts. Within the four divisions 
there was not one solitary acre of 
grazing farm, whereas in the division 
which he represented there were at least 
100,000 acres of the best iand in Ire- 
land occupied by graziers. As the Bill 
now stood there was no hope for the 
people of the poverty-stricken district 
to which he had referred. Generation 
after generation the manhood of the 
county had been driven to America and 
other countries in order to get a market 
for their labour which was refused them 
at home, and he told the Government 
that they were living in a fool’s paradise 
if they thought the Bill as it stood would 
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remedy the present terrible condition of | 
| tants. 


things. The grazing system was 
in his opinion a greater curse to their 
country than landlordism, and he would 
never cease agitating until the rich 
grazing lands now practically lying idle 
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were made available for dealing with the | 


difficulty of the congestion. A curious 
anomaly in connection with this question 


was that unless the valuation of a. 
division was below 30s. per head of | 


population the inhabitants could get no 
benefit under the Congested Districts Act. 
There was the parish of Fahy 
Queensborough in the Portumna Union, 
which had 20,000 acres of 
The population consisted of about 150 
families, and the Committee might well 
imagine that they were provided for as 
land was concerned. 


far as They 
were not, and why? Between 7,000 
and 8,000 acres were, however, in 


the possession of seven or eight graziers, 
searcely one of whom resided in the 
parish. In consequence of these large 
grazing tracts the valuation was assessed 
above 30s. per head ; and the families he 
had mentioned, who lived in the bogs and 
morasses, were deprived of any benefit 
whatever under the Congested Districts 
Acts. 
made for bettering such a district as that ? 
If not, how in the name of goodness could 
the Government expect those families to 
remain squatted in their miserable plots, 
while 7,000 or 8,000 acres were in the 
possession of graziers. The Committee 
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with a population of about 1,000 inhabi- 
To-day sixty or seveuty houses 
were roofless—a standing monument to 
the work of the evicter—and the popula- 
tion had decreased to a fourth of what it 
was. They had heard a great deal about 
the little that was being donefor the towns. 
He admitted that very little had been 
done ; but the best and most beneficial 
work that could be done for the towns 
was to plant the people around them ; 
and not until then would the towns be 


either prosperous or thriving. He spoke 


and | 


| condition. 
land. | © dition 


with great heat on this matter, because he 
lived amongst the people and saw their 
He trusted that for the sake 
of the peace of the country and the pre- 
servation of the remnant of their race, 
the Chief Secretary would be equal to the 
occasion, and would hold out some hope 
for the future. Otherwise the right hon. 


‘Gentleman might rest assured that he 


Was there any provision to be | 


might wonder how it was possible that | 
there were such vast tracts of grazing | 


land in that parish. He would inform 
them. Forty or fifty years ago, a Scotch 
gentleman named Pollock bought a 
large tract in Galway which ex- 
tended along the Shannon and 
Suck from Banagher to the lower 
end of East Galway. Pollock alone 
evicted over 1,000 families who did not 
owe a penny of rent, and their comfort- 
able farms and happy homes were turned 
into sheep walks and bullock pastures, 
the people being driven into the bogs and 
morasses. ‘The attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman was called to the condi- 
tion of the district by priests and people 
before he introduced this Bill. ‘The same 
condition of affairs obtained in the parish 
of Eyrecourt. Forty years ago Eyrecourt 


was one of the most prosperous and | 
‘his hon. friends, and to the people in the 


thriving towns in the West of Ireland, 
Mr. Roche. 


would have to face in the future the same 
state of things that he had had to face in 
the past 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork) 
said he was as anxious to expedite the 
discussion as he was to expedite the 
operations of the Congested Districts 
Board. He thought, however, that he 
two hours had been better spent in not 
whole course of the debates on the Bill 
than the two hours that had been spent 
on the discussion of the Amendment, 
if only for the declaration that the 
discussion had elicited from the Chief 
Secretary last night. If they could only 
embody in the Bill a report of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech they really need 
not trouble themselves very much more 
about endeavouring to amend the clause. 
It was a very remarkable and important 
declaration. The right hon. Gentleman 
recognised as fully as they could desire 
that up to the present the operations of 
the Congested Districts Board had 
been disappointing, and worse than 
disappointing. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said, as well as he could remember, 
that the Board would have to drive ahead 
in the future under different conditions, 
and he recognised that the time for ex- 
periment and for elaborate improvement 
work had passed. He ‘therefore pre- 
sumed that the work of restoring the 
land to the people would now proceed 
rapidly and practically. That was a 
matter of the deepest satisfaction to all 
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West of Ireland; and undoubtedly it 
marked an epoch in the history of this 
great question. Unfortunately, the life 
of a speech in Parliament was very short ; 
whereas the life of an Act of Parliament 
was very long. The Chief Secretary, as 
far as he understood him, did not indicate 
by what particular method he proposed 
to enforce his own very vigorous views as 
to the action of the Congested Districts 
Board. Now, while this Bill was under 
discussion, was his golden opportunity, 
and also their golden opportunity, for 
some practical action. He still felt 
very strongly that two years was a 
reasonable limit for the distribution 
of purchased land. The mere mention 
of seven years in the section was a sort 
of legal recognition that that period was 
not excessive. The Chief Secretary 
knew very well that if the Congested 
Districts Board could, so to speak, turn 
over their capital every year or two, 
progress would be very rapid; but if 
that were to be spread over seven years 
the result would be disappointing and 
the work would be kept going for 
another half century. The right hon. 
(rentleman himself named five years as 
the extreme limit that he thought neces- 
sary, evenin the case of the poorest land. 
He himself thought that was an entirely 
excessive period; but if the right hon. 
Gentleman would even substitute five 
for seven in the clause, it would probably 
dispense with any further discussion on 
this particular Amendment, and would 
be accepted as an intimation that the 
right hon. Gentleman meant to have the 
views expressed in his speech last night 
translated into action by the Congested 
Districts Board. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would see his way to accept 
that suggestion. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover) said 
he agreed that the time spent 
in this discussion had not been 
wasted. It was only a _ narrow 
question, but it was a very important 
one. It was difficult to deal with any 
single matter in this Bill without some 
reference being made to a great many 
other matters interwoven with it, and 
on this subject they had had something 
resembling a Second Reading debate 
He had a good deal more to say upon 
this question which, however, could be 
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more appropriately said uponan Amend- 
ment which appeared on the Paper 
lower down, when other speakers had 
taken part in the debate. He was not 
eager to accept this Amendment, even 
in its modified shape. He certainly 
hoped they would not take so long as 
five years, even in the most difficulc 
cases, but the purport of this Amend- 
ment was that if they failed to carrv 
through a transaction In five years they 
must expend their working capital which 
was now being engaged in other ways. 
They would have to sacrifice their work- 
ing capital to the sinking fund of the 
Treasury. The hon. Gentleman thought 
it would havea stimulating effect on the 
Congested Districts Board, but it might 
have another effect altogether. They 
had a budget for their small circle just 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
forthe Empire, andtheycould not takeany 
risks. Ifthe Congested Districts Board 
should submit a balance to the Treasury, 
and they were £15,000 or £20,000 out, 
what would happen? The credit of the 
Congested Districts Board and the work 
they wished to put forward would both 
suffer. If they restricted this financial 
elbow-room they risked the advantage 
they would have in buying large estates. 
With this seven years elbow-room they 
would go boldly in and buy almost all 
there was in the market forthwith ; but 
if they had to consider that if they 
bought an estate they might not be 
able to complete their purchase in time, 
they would have to be more cautious. 
He thought they would be able to go 
forward in a better manner if they had 
not always to consider what the financial 
position would be in three or four years 
time. He hoped to see these things done 
within the five years, but if they could 
not be done in that time he would like 
the two years freedom to be given to the 
Board. He deprecated putting this 
unnecessary restriction upon the Con- 
gested Districts Board, but if the hon. 
Member thought it was necessary he 
would not take up time in contesting it. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he 
should not care to press strongly his 
view in opposition to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own expression of opinion 
upon this subject. At the same time 





one of his chief objects in proposing 
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the Amendment was to give the people | 


of Ireland an assurance that the present 
slowcoach rate was going to  be'| 
changed. He was satisfied the change | 
in the time limit would have a very 
wholesome effect, and, as the right hon. | 
gentleman was himself of opinion that | 
five years would be the limit within, 
which all reasonable negotiations would | 
be brought to a conclusion, he would be 
glad if the right hon. Gentleman would 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had often ap- 
pealed to hon. Members not to persist in 
Amendments which would affect his 
Report. This affected his Report. but if 
it was desired that he should lead his 
colleagues on more rapidly he would | 
agrTee to it. 


*Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway)— 
who rose amid cries of ‘‘ Agreed” —said he 
rose because he had pledged himself to his 
constituents to bring this particular 
subject before the Committee, and when 
he made a pledge he did his best tocarry 
it out. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would take into considera- 
tion the condition of the district which 
extended for five miles right round the 
city of Galway. He did not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman knew that 
district, but he questioned whether in 
the whole world there were spots 
where there was greater misery, poverty, 
or distress owing to the congestion that 
existed there than at Barna, Castlegar, 
and other points, They had been told 
that if the Government bought up the 
magnificent grazing lands there the 
people would not migrate to them, but 
the one outlet for these people was 
emigration, and if they would emigrate 
surely they would migrate. His consti- 
tuents had wondered why the Congested 
Districts Board, which had done so much 
good for other parts, did nothing for 
them. But the answer was quite simple 
This particular district was outside the 
scope of that body. Heasked the Chief 
Secretary to take this district into special 
consideration and have it scheduled as a 
congested district. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) also appealed to the Chief Secretary 
before leaving this question to consider 


Mr. William O Brien. 
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the advisability of scheduling the whole 
of Clare as a congested district. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said these questions 


‘could be more appropriately discussed at 


a later stage. 
Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
|said the Amendment he now proposed 
to move sought to allow the County 
Councils of the congested districts to 
come together and elect two members 
to sit on the Congested Districts Board. 
They had done so in the past two or 
three years and had done goo! work. 
There was a great consensus of opinion 
in favour of such a change as was pro- 
posed by this Amendment and that of 
the hon. Member tor North Louth 
which followed it, and he saw no reason 
why both Amendments should not be 
accepted. The Congested Districts 
Board would be greatly strengthened, 
and its proceedings would be more 
appreciated by the public. The Chief 
Secretary had steered this Bill almost 
into safe waters, and if he would adopt 
this Amendment, or something like it, it 
would add to the importance of the 
Congested Districts Board. He trusted 
most earnestly that the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept the Amend- 
ment, amended by the alteration of the 
word ‘ and ” for ‘‘ who.” 


Amendment proposed— 

“ In page 32, line 33, at end, to add the words 
* (4) The County Councils of the congested dis- 
tricts shall have the power to nominate two 
representatives to sit on the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board for three years, who shall possess 
the same rights and privileges as the other 
members of the Board.’ ”—(D/r. Thompson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Me. T. 
said he 


M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
desired to bear  indepen- 
dent testimony that the scope of 
‘the operations of the Congested 
Districts Board had been beneficial. 
'When that Board was first established 
they did not pay very much heed to its 
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composition. At that time the name of 
Mr. Horace Plunkett was a strange one 
to them, but surely now the time had 
come for some reconsideration of this 
question. The hon. Member for Cork 
had spoken of the sluggish character of 
the operations of this Board. He was 
not sufficiently acquainted with the 
congested districts to speak with 
authority, but the assertion made by 
the hon. Member for Cork in regard to 
the small number of persons who had 
been migrated bythe Board was a very 
remarkable statement. The Government 
had no answer to this question. The 
Board consisted of a number of very 
admirable gentlemen, and if they desired 
a non-elected Board he did not think 
they could obtain better men. The 
criticisms which had been made upon this 
clause showed that there was a demand 
that an element of popular representa 
tion should be added to the Board. At 


{7 Juty 1903} 
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the present time they could not detect 
whether the action of a_ particular | 
gentleman had led to unjust discrimina- | 
tion in the allocation of these funds or | 
not, but if the county Membersof Par- | 
liament or the County Councillors were 
sitting on that Board they would 
act as a counter check, and _ it 
would be some assurance that un- 
due expenditure in regard to one. 
district or too little in regard to another | 
would be prevented. It was inevitable | 
that complaints and jealousy would arise 
where they had only the nominated 
element. He would like to see some of 
the ecclesiastics of all denominations 
sitting on this Board, for they had been 
shut out from the County Councils and 
the District Councils by unjust legisla- 
tionand they had also been excluded from 
the boards of guardians. If there was 
any Board on which these gentlemen 
were entitled to sit it was some such 
Board as the Congested Districts Board. 
He did not allude merely to Catholics 
but to Protestant representatives as well. 
He thought the Government had now 
arrived at a time when a change could 
very well be made. There was a pre- 
cedent for this in the year 1900 when 
the scheme forming the Education Board 
came up for discussion. Upon that 
occasion he moved an extension of the 
numbers on the Board, and that was 
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for Ireland, who was now the President 


of the Board of Trade. 


*Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.) said he 
could not understand why the Chief 
Secretary objected to this Amendment. 
It had been frequently acknowledged 
by Mr. Horace Plunkett that his Board 
had received the greatest assistance 
from elected colleagues, and surely the 
Congested Board was in as great need 
of such assistance as the Department of 
Agriculture. He did not care what 
powers they gave to the Congested 
Districts Board, because they would not 
prove beneficial if the constitution of the 
Board was not altered, for without an 
alteration no real progress would be 
made. Not long ago he asked the 
Attorney-General for a Return in connec- 
tion with these congested districts, and 
he was informed that they did not 
possess the information he desired. The 
various District Councils prepared those 
Returns, and if the Chief Secretary had 
read them he would get from them a 
better idea of the nature and extent of 
the congested problem than he would 
get from any Returns in possession of 
the Gongested Districts Board. What 
had the Board done if they left out of 
consideration the Dillon Estate? Unless 
the personnel of the Board was either 
altered or strengthened it would never 
get out of its old ruts. Month after 
month large grazing lands were passing 
into the hands of private individuals 
through the neglect of the Congested 
Districts Board. [“No, no!’’] Oh, 
but I say “Yes.” Take, for example, 
the estates sold in  Claremorris, 
which coutained 700 acres of the finest 
grazing land in the country. The 
Congested Districts Board were asked to 
buy this land. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
is leaving out of consideration the fact 
that the Board had no credit and no 
cash. 


*Mr. O’KELLY said that was 
not the excuse which had been made to 
him. The Board were now going to 
have increased cash and credit, but 
that would be of no avail until the 
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Congested Districts Board was made 
stronger. If the Chief Secretary wished 
to popularise the Congested Districts 
Boardin the West and secure public 
confidence in it—something it wanted 
rather badly—he could not do better 
than ask the hon. Member for Cork and 


the hon. Member for East Mayo to come | 


to his assistance and join the Board. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) said that 


upon one occasion the Congested Districts | 


Board sent a large staff down to Achil 


Island to teach the people how to grow | 


oats. They toldthe fishermen that it was 
very foolish of themnotto growoats. They 
found a bit of ground and planted oats 
and he was told that they waited to see 
the crop growing up. When these officials 
got back to Dublin and inquiries were 
made about these experiments, the 
Congested Districts Board issued a 
circular stating that they did not 
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migration did not occur at all. There 
were such questions as the development 
of the fisheries, thedraining of the land, the 
making of roads, and other matters which 
were just as important to the people of 
his constituency as the migratory schemes 
were to the people of the West. There 
were congested districts in Ireland out- 
| side Connaught, and there were other 
problems which affected the people just 
as much, and which had to be grappled 
| with by the Congested Districts Board. 
He did not complain of the composition 
of the Congested Districts Board except 
to the extent that he agreed with the 
suggestion of the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth that they should have 
an Advisory Board, composed if not of a 
/number of County Councillors of each 
| congested district, at any rate of Members 
| of Parliament representing the congested 
| districts. In Donegal it had been said that 
| they got more than their fair share of the 
| loaves and fishes distributed by the Board, 





) 





approve of any communications being | but hon. Members should remember the 
made tothe Press upon this subject, as it | results that had accrued, not only to the 
would be contrary to the general regula- | people of Donegal, but to the Irish nation 
. eo? 
tions of the Board. If they had had on | at large, from the operations of the Con- 
the Congested Districts Board represen- gested Districts Board. No less than 
tatives of the County Councils did any- £30,000 or £40,000 per annum was earned 
body imagine that such an act of lunacy | by the fishermen through the herring and 
would have been tolerated. Unless they mackerel fisheries established by the 
improved the constitution of the Con-| Board. This good work had not cost 
yested Districts Board all its work would | the Board one halfpenny, because they 
be of no avail. had been recouped by the money earned 
| and that money had been taken away to 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) | Mayo to experiment upon the mackerel 
said he must disagree with the | fishing there. A good deal had been said 
hon. Member for North Mayo| about the popular element being repre- 
when he stated that the Congested | sented to a certain extent upon this 
Districts Board had _ practically done | Board. Reference had been made to the 
nothing in Ireland. There never was a} men who should be upon this Board in 
public Board established in Ireland by | whom the Irish people had confidence. 
Parliament that had done more to justify | So far as he was concerned he believed 
its existence than the Congested Districts | his people had the fullest confidence in 
Board of Ireland. The greatest amount the Board as at present constituted. The 
of credit should be given to the Leader of most Rev. Dr. O’Donnell Ford, Bishop of 
this House for having established that Raphoe, had rendered yeoman service for 
Board. A good deal had been said about | the people of the congested districts of 
the operations of the Board in Connaught | Ireland and his services never would be for- 
and the way the Board had neglected its | gotten. [Mr. WyNpHAM: “Hear, hear !”} 
duty in carrying out the various schemes | There was also a man who enjoyed the 
which had engaged its attention from | confidence of the people of his constitu- 
time to time. He wished to point out to| ency and he was a young nobleman 
hon. Members who made those complaints | belonging to neither political Party. He 
that migration was not the sole duty of | was a philanthropist who had come over 
the Congested Districts Board. He repre- !to Ireland to devote his ability (which 
sented a constituency which was scheduled | was of no mean order) and his 
as a congested district under the Act. | services to the Congested Districts Board, 
and in his constituency the question of | and he assured his hon. friends from 


Mr. O Kelly. 
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Connaught, from what he knew of Lord | Board were people who were likely to 
Shaftesbury, that there was not a member | carry on the business with success. He 
of the Congested Districts Board who | could conceive no reason why a Member 
had grappled more thoroughly and suc-| of Parliament, if on the Congested 
cessfully with this question of congestion. | Districts Board, should not be endowed 
He had known Lord Shaftesbury for some | with the mental faculties which would 
years, and he only wished that the other | qualify him to be a successful member 
Boards in Ireland were as well manned. | of that Board. He would ask the Com- 
He had no fault to find, nor had the mittee what would be the position of a 
people whom he represented any fault to. Member of Parliament on that Board 





tind, with the present constitution of the 
Board. If the Chief Secretary would 
adopt the suggestion of the hon. and 
learned Member for Louth and have an 
Advisory Board like that which existed 
in the case of the Board of Agriculture 
or the Technical Instruction Board, then 
they could bring before the permanent 
members of the Board their views, and 
he thought that would go a good distance 
towards making the Board more popular 
still. He appealed to the Chief Secretary 
when he replied to give them some assur- 
ance that this suggestion should be given 
effect to. 


CoLoNnEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said he thought that all classes in 
Ireland desired to see the work of 
the Congested Districts Board  ex- 
tended. The principal objection was 
not in regard to the personnel of the 


| when dealing with congested districts 
largely populated with his own con- 
| stituents. He should not envy him his 
| life. The hon. Member for Louth said 
that the Board wanted driving power. 
He ventured to say that any Member of 
| Parliament who sat on that Board and 
‘who had a congested district in his 
constituency would have plenty of 
| driving power. He did not say that the 
| Board might not be reinforced, yet he 
could conceive no worse way of 
|strenthening the Board. or trying to 
‘improve it, than by placing among its 
/members gentlemen who must of 
necessity be more or less actuated bi 
| political motives. Theretore, whatever 
solution might be found for this subject, 
he earnestly hoped it would not be the 
| suggestion of the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth. 


Board but to the slowness of its work. | 


The reason the work had not gone on. 


faster was that the Board had never had 
enough money. Now £1,500,000 had 
been added to its funds, and they might 
expect the work undertaken would be 
done with much more celerity. One 
argument used was that there was 
nothing of a political or sectarian char- 
acter in the conduct of the work of the 
Congested Districts Board. He could not, 
however, conceive anything more likely 
to bring that political element in than a 
proposal to introduce the knights of the 
shire. He did not wish to say a word 
against the congested Members of Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Where 
ar: the congested Members of Parlia- 
ment ! 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: When this Bill is 


passed the landlords will be congested | 


with money. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON said what 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he 
thought this debate was an exceedingly 
important one and represented the great 

difficulty they had in carrying out any 
department of administrative work in 
Ireland. Unless something was done to 
‘alter and improve the constitution of 
the Congested Districts Board and to 
bring it more in touch with popular 
feeling, the Bill in that respect would 
misearry, and the work would not be 
, done satisfactorily. He would like to say 
| at the very outset that for once in his life 
hefound himself in heartyagreement with 
| the hon. and gallant Member for North 
|/Armagh. Although he could under- 
| stand that the adoption of the suggestion 
'of the hon. and learned Member for 
| North Louth would bring the people of 
| those districts more closely into touch 
with the Congested Districts Board, and 
bring the real sentiment of the poor 
people more effectively under the notice 


‘of the Board than could be done by 
‘County Council representation, he 


they wanted on the Congested Districts thought for his own part—and he spoke 
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as a “‘congested” Member—it would be 
intolerable that any member of the 
Board, which had the distribution of large 
sums of money, should be at the same 
time a Member of Parliament. How 
could a Member of Parliament feel him- 
self free from the suspicion of favouring 
his own constituency when sitting on 
the Board which had for its function 
the distribution of large benefits to the 
people who sent him to this House? It 
was for that reason that he objected to 
Members of Parliament being on the 
Congested Districts Board. He thought 
the Board ought to be held apart from 
Members of Parliament, and therefore, 
so far as he was concerned, nothing 
would induce him to sit upon it, 
although he felt intense interest in its 
operations. It was essential to take some 
step to bring the popular wants to the 
knowledge of the Board. This Board, 
with all its sins upon its head and all its 
faults of omission, had undoubtedly 
done some excellent work for Ireland. 
Why had it done such good work? 
Because it was the only Board ever set 
up in Ireland that was cut adrift from 
the Castle, and from the constant inter- 
ference and dictation of the Castle. That 
at least gave the Board a chance, 
and although the criticisms levelled 
against it were fully justified, still he 
must say that looking over the dreary 
waste of misgovernment in Ireland, 
when every Department was engaged 
in destroying the country, he could not 
help feeling a sneaking regard for any 
* rcacae that had done any good at 
alls 


This Board with all its faults had 
done an enormous work for the fisheries 
of Ireland. Formerly there were people 
living in absolute starvation with the 
sea full of fish all around them, The 
Board had done a great work for the 
unfortunate fishermen, and deserved 
credit for that. He quite agreed that 
the work of migration was enormously 
larger and more important. What they 
had now to address themselves to in 
connection with this particular Amend- 
ment was—What is the organisation of 
the Board that gives us the best hope of 
two things which are equally important 
and absolutely necessary ? First of all, 
they should have a Board in touch with 
popular feeling, with some machinery 


Mrz. Dillon. 
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by which it could be kept informed of 
what were the real wants of the people, 
and which would have applied to it the 
pressure of popular representation. 
Secondly, they wanted a Board which 
would be an efficient administrative 
instrument. He thought a Board domin- 
ated altogether by popular representatives 
was not one to carry forward continuous 
administrative work successfully unless 
they had some paid members who were 
efficient administrators on the Board. 
In order to make the Board an efficient 
instrument they wanted certainly popular 
representation of the various districts 
requiring its care. The only way of 
getting that was by representatives of 
the County Councils — representatives, 
not of the congested districts, but of the 
counties in which the congested districts 
were. Consequently they wanted some 
nominated members. Thirdly, they 
wanted one or two men, efficient adminis- 
trators, who were paid for their work. 
He assured the Committee that one of 
the difficulties at present was that they 
had no continuous administration. The 
main work which would in tuture have 
to be done by the Board was an enormous 
work, and it would require more ad- 
ministrative machinery than was at 
present possessed. The only man who 
understood anything about it was Mr. 
Doran, and he had been engaged almost 
entirely in the County Mayo for the last 
two years. There was nobody at head- 
quarters who gave any continuous atten- 
tion to the work. There was nobody 
paid to do it. The secretary of the 
Board was a good man, but he had no 
power to act on his own initiative. 
There was absolutely nobody at head- 
quarters who was capable of superintend- 
ing, or looking after continuously, the 
work of migration and the re-settlement 
of the land. What was the result? 
The Board worked by fits and starts. 
The Board met once a month, and, as 
anybody who knew the complicated 
nature of the work was aware, a purely 
unpaid body, meeting only once a month, 
must go slowly. One of the great 
obstacles of the work of the Board was 
removed by Clause 65. That was a 
most valuable clause. The credit and 
money necessary to carry on the work 
had been provided, but if they had not 
got effective machinery the machine 
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would not go. Therefore, he would 
press upon the Chief Secretary that the 
time had come to overhaul the machinery 
and put it in order, so that it might 
effectively carry on the work which was 
now to be vastly larger than it had been. 
If that was not done the Irish represen- 
tatives would come to the House next 
year or the year after, pointing out 
that while Parliament had provided the 


money, it had not provided the necessary | 


machinery. 


*Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- | 


mouth) said they had gone away from the 
Amendment into a general discussion of the 
administration of the Congested Districts 
Board. He would ask the hon. Member 
who moved the Amendment whether he 
had not succeeded in his purpose in having 
this discussion. The hon. Member had 
proposed the election of two members of 
the County Council, but he did not say 
how they were to be elected. He sug- 
gested that they should now pass on to 
the discussion of more practical matters. | 
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gested Districts Board and its work in 
,all its bearings. He felt it was impos- 
| sible to absolutely focus all the Amend- 
ments referring to the congested districts 
problem because the questions of the 
constitution of the Board, of finance, 
and of the work which the Board ought 
to do, were all! so closely interlaced that 
it was impossible to touch on one with- 
out trenching on the other. As to the 
constitution of the Board, he should like 
to say what he thought, and how much 
_ he thought, of all his colleagues on that 
Board. He could not, however, single 
out any of these men, but he would 
mention the fact that during the years 
he had had the privilege of working with 
them they had never once had a division. 
He might point out that entrusted as 
they had been with what, to Ireland. 
were comparatively large sums _ ot 
money to administer for twelve years, 
it was to the credit of this Board that 
no one had accused them of having used 
these funds for any political or personal 
purpose. Whatever criticism might be 


_ passed on their particular efforts, it was 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he did 
not think they had got hold of the right 
end of the stick when they were confining 
their criticism to the composition of the 
Board. The real fault was that the Board 
hadnotcompulsory powers, and until it had 
such powers, though composed of a choir 
of archangels, it could not do the work it 
was expected to perform. He supposed 
the hon. Member had advocated Members 
of Parliament being on the Board for 
the purpose of silencing criticism. If they 
wished to get rid of a critic they should 
always put him on a Committee, and that 
would shut him up. He urged the Chief 
Secretary to boldly face the question and 
go in for compulsion. He would like to | 
see the Board consisting of only three 
members, namely, the Chief Secretary, 
Mr. Doran, and the Bishop of Raphoe. 
He thought that in two years that would 
go a long way to settle the difficulty with 
which they were dealing. He did not 
think the suggestion of his hon. friend 
the Member for North Monaghan, that 
two representatives of the County Councils 
should be placed on the Board, would meet 
the difficulty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was only 
natural that hon. Members. should 
wish to express their views on the Con- | 


generally recognised that they had 
worked hard and had done much good. 
There were inherent difficulties in recon- 
stituting such a Board in a Land Pur- 
chase Bill. One speaker suggested that 
Members of Parliament should be added 
tothe Board, and another representa- 
tives of the County Councils; but if 
they were to bring in an_ electoral 
element, which he was not prepared to 
do, he would be inevitably driven to 
redefine the scheduled districts, and the 
scheduled districts had no relation to 
any division represented by either mem- 
bers of the Gounty Councils or Members 
of this House. He hoped the Committee 
would not think he was making a small 
point in saying that. It went to the 
root of the matter. If they were going 
to make this Board elective, then they 
must alter the areas over which it was 
to exercise its influence and on which it 
spent the money with which it was 
charged. Some hon. Members might 
reply that they had Amendments on the 
Paper advocating a new scheduling of 
the congested districts. Again, he 
hoped they would not think he was 
making a small point when he said that 
to re-schedule the congested districts 
would necessitate the recasting of all the 
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finances not only of this Bill, but of all 
preceding Land Bills, and that there was 
a physical limit to what was possible in 
the matter of negotiations and arrange- 
ments on these questions of finance and 
local government. A year ago he did 
proceed upon the basis of attempting to 
re-schedule the congested districts, but 
after months of effort along that’ route 
he found that the present scheduling of 
the districts and the financial arrange- 
ments that had been built up in these 
districts, were so rooted and embedded 
in Acts of Parliament that it would take 
years before any advance could be made. 
The financial difficulties of re-scheduling 
were overwhelming, and would make 
the Board of quite another character 
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ees of congestion, which could only 
e dealt with on the basis of population. 
The Board very properly took up the 
question of fishing ; and all thos: who 
had visited the fishing grounds of 
Donegal, for instance, would admit that 
something had been accomplished which ° 
was of great, and he hoped and believed, 
of lasting value. There was another 
branch of work to,which the Board had 
devoted a great deal of attention—he 
meant the introduction of artistic hand 
industries into the West of Ireland, such 
as the making of carpets and curtains. 
They knew that in Bavaria and other 
peasant countries on the Continent, 
under some paternal encouragement, 
large trades had been built up which 
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from that which it now bore. | gave, during the winter months, work 


Then some hon. Members in the| Which commanded a price in the 
speeches which they had made, while | market. The demand for hand-made 
they preferred no criticism on the Board | goods was a growing demand which 
of having acted in an unfair way, said could only be satisfied from districts in 
that this or that county had not received which there was a peasant proprietary 
such attention from the Board as this| Who had the artistic instincts which the 
or .that other county. If that were, Irish people possessed in a high degree. 
looked at a little more closely it would | He should be sorry to see the Congested 
he found that some Members had been| Districts Board, acting as they did in 
thinking more of land purchase than of | soageentinn with Messrs. Morris, who 
relief of congestion or of works. But he| Were not only leaders of industry but 
could show that in the early years of | gTeat artists, abandon their efforts to 
the Board a great deal of money had | develop these industries in the West of 
been spent on works, say in the county Ireland. But if the fishing, and the 
of Kerry. As to works he thought a| development of these hand-made artistic 
great deal more might be urged in | industries, were kept on at too great a 
favour of a representative element on | Cost to the funds of the Congested Dis- 
the Board than in respect of land pur- | tricts Board, then the ordinary work of 
chase. There was sometimes almost | road-making, or building a bridge or 
insuperable difficulty in handing out | pier here or there, or providing a bull 
money for a bridge here or a pier there | tor a certain locality, might be all trans- 
without being responsible to public | ferred in the near future to the Agri- 
opinion ; and he himself thought that if | cultural Department, and the balance of 
they were to make the Congested Dis-| the funds of the Congested Districts 
tricts Board truly effective for the pur- | Board might be devoted to coping with 
pose of dealing with land purchase in | this problem of congestion. But an 
that part of Ireland, which it was most | @'Tangement of this sort between De- 
difficult to deal with, then less time and partments could not be effected except 
money should be devoted to works. | 4S the result of long and thoughtful 
When he was told thatthe Board hadfailed | consideration ; and although he would 








in dealing with land purchase, he had | have wished to carry this matter further 
two replies. First, that the Board had 
done nothing because it had exhausted | 
all the credit it had for the particular 
county in question. And second, when 
the Board was first constituted under 
the Act of 1891, its duties were not 





solely or mainly connected with land | 


he had not been able to do so. 


They had been considering a great 
measure of land purchase in Ireland. 


That had put a great tax on his 
Department, and if he had _ con- 
centrated his efforts on the con- 


gested problem they would not have 


purchase. They were dealing with the | Sot so good a Bill drafted as they had 


Mr, Wyndham, 
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now got. He admitted that the con- | scale, but still scattered sporadically over 


gested portions of the Bill had suffered 
at the expense of the main provisions of 
the Bill, and it was physically impossible, 
in {the month of July, to co-relate the 
different finance and staff arrange- 
ments of the Congested Districts Board 
in the direction he had indicated. 
But when; this Bill became an Act, and 
when they had the greater facilities and 
the greater working capital which had 
been so long needed, their interest in the 
work of land purchase, to deal with con- 
gestion, would be so great that they 
would only be too glad to put on the 
shoulders of others work which they were 
better able to deal with than they them- 
selves were. The point of all he had 
said was that it was not possible for a 
Minister in charge of a Bill of this magni- 
tude to elaborate every part of it in order 
to meet the wishes of hon. Members, 
however reasonable they might be ; and 
having achieved what all his colleagues 
on the Board had long desired—viz., the 
power of buying land when it came into 
the market, and of applying working 
capital to that land in order to cure con- 
gestion, all he asked was that they should 
be allowed during the autumn and winter 
to take up those facilities and turn them 
to the best account. After all, the 
members of the Board were the reposi- 
tories of some experience ; and he thought 
it would be unwise on the part of the 
Committee to advocate a great constitu- 
tional change at this moment, and to 
bring in persons with whom the Board 
had not previously worked. He put it 
to the Committee that the Board, as at 
present constituted, had better be left 
alone until it could be seen what they 
could do with their new resources. He 
thought the Board would be very much 
strengthened in respect of land purchase, 
and that its operations would fit in more 
harmoniously with the whole of the land 
purchase scheme, if he were allowed to 
make the Under Secretary a permanent 
member of the Board. He would ex- 
plain why. -Their plan for dealing with 
the problem of congestion was scattered 
all through this Bill. He had given 


| the whole of Ireland. They might deal 
with it by scheduling all those districts ; 
but if they did that it would mean post- 
poning the Bill for two or three years 
until a roaming Commission had dis- 
pre where congestion existed and 
needed special legislative treatment. Or 
they might say that the Congested 
Districts Board should deal with it wher- 
ever it arose; but they felt that the 
officers of the Board, although they might 
be able to work well in congested dis- 
tricts in the West, might, if sent further 
afield, not be able to work as effectually. 
Therefore, they had given the Estates 
Commissioners similar powers to the 
powers enjoyed by the Board for dealing 
with congestion ; and the Commissioners 
would be allowed to exercise those powers 








some reasons which guided them in not | 


defining particular areas to be treated as 
congested. One was that it would need 
the recasting of all the financial proposals 
of this Bill; the other was that conges- 


tion was scattered, on a much smaller 


all over Ireland. The Congested Dis- 
tricts Board would still retain those 
powers and exercise the larger facilities 
which had been given to the Board in 
congested districts, 


Several hon. Members had stated 
that just outside the limit of a 
scheduled district there was untenanted 
land which might be bought for the 
relief of the congestion in the scheduled 
district. That was provided for in 
this Bill. Nearly £1,250,000 could 
be used for buying land anywhere in 
order to meet congestion in a scheduled 
district. In this Bill he had also ex- 
tended a useful provision, as he had 
known it to be, contained in the Con- 
gested Districts Act of 1901, namely, 
that where untenanted land was bought 
outside a congested district for the 
benefit of that congested district, they 
should be able to use some part of that 
land to assist the neighbouring fringe of 
persons, who, perhaps, would be as 
miserably situated as the inhabitants of 
the congested district itself. That was 
the principle which governed the whole 
of Clause 2, which was received with 
general assent. Both the Estates Com- 
missioners and the Board would be able 
to buy untenanted land to relieve con- 
gestion, and, at the same time, to relieve 
congestion of a mitigated character in 
the immediate neighbourhood of a con- 
gested district. That was a necessary 
provision. If it were not introduced 
jealousy would be created; but, apart 
from that, they would be forced to 
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undertake expensive works in the way of 
accommodation roads for the benefit of 
the new occupiers. 
could make the whole transaction one, it 
would be for the general enjoyment and 
advantage of all. If that were so, and it 
was so under the Bill, why, in prosecuting 
their work in the matter of land purchase 


If, however, they | 


and the improvement of estates, should | 


the Congested Districts Board be of 
a different character from that of the 
Estates Commissioners? No one had 
suggested during the whole of these 
debates that the Estates Commissioners 
ought to have the aid of representative 
members. ven if it were suggested it 
was a suggestion which no Government 
could entertain. The use of public 
credit and the expenditure of public 
funds was a matter which must be left 
to a public body in which the Exchequer 
had confidence, not political or personal 
confidence, but in the administration 
of public funds. This House criticised 
expenditure ; but even in this Assembly, 
the freeest in the world, no Member 
was allowed to put down a Motion 
involving the expenditure of one shilling 
of public money. Of course, the House 
of Commons might criticise public ex- 
penditure; but he did not think that 
the proposal to add to the Board repre- 
seritatives who would be urging the 
Board to spend money here or there, 
and on this or that project, could be 
incorporated in the Bill. The Congested 
Districts Board was like the Estates 
Commissioners, an administrative body 
which was to spend public money to 
cure the evil of congestion and to press 
on land purchase in the West of Ireland. 
Let them be called to account in this 
Houseit they neglected to show sufficient 
expedition, or if they were guilty of 
wasting public money. He did not 
know whether he need elaborate the 
matter further. The question of the 
constitution of the Board eould not, he 
submitted, be profitably discussed at 
greater length: nor could any change 
be introduced into the Bill with reference 


to it at that period of the session. | 
Having got the facilities they needed, | 


let the Board use them, and let not the 
Committee ask an administrative body 
to work with a number of elected 
representatives, when that body were 
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Treasury for the proper administration 
of the funds placed at their disposal. 


1560: 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.) said 
he wished to call the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to the neglect 
of the fishing industry in his constitu- 
ency by the Congested Districts Board. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man must speak to the particular 
Amendment before the Committee. 


Mr. GILHOOLY said that was his 
intention. When Lord Shaftesbury was 
appointed a member of the Congested 
Districts Board, some of the representa- 
tives of Cork and Kerry pointed 
out that the South of Ireland was 
entitled to representation on the Board. 
Since the death of the late lamented 
Father Davis, who represented Munster 
on the Board, very little had been done 
for the fishing industry, and they con- 
sidered that as there was now a vacancy 
on the Board the right hon. Gentleman 
ought to consider the appointment of 
a representative for Munster. He had 
sent the right hon. Gentleman a few 
days ago some communications with 
reference to the neglect of the fishing 
industry at Castletown, Berehaven, and 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would take them into his consideration. 
So much had been done for Donegal 
and the Arran Islands that the South 
of Ireland now wanted a representative 
to develop the fishing industry in 
the most important districts of Castle- 
town, Berehaven, Schull, and Baltimore. 
It was very unfair that the South of 
Ireland was not represented on the 
Board, whereas Leinster, Connaught, and 
Ulster had representatives. They, in 
the South of Ireland, did not grudge 
what had been done in the West and 
North; but he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would, in future, pay some 
attention to the important fishing in- 
dustry in the South. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would 


/suggest that the debate should not be 


carried further owing to the limited time 


|at their disposal, although the occasion 


was worthy of a longer discussion than 


responsible to this House and the | they could have, owing to other interests 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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concerned. He desired to associate him- | 
self with what had been said by’ the | 
hon. Member for West Cork as to the 
necessity of Munster being represented | 
on the Congested Districts Board. There 
‘was now a vacancy on the Board, and | 
he did not see why a representative of | 
Munster should not be appointed to fill 
it. 
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within two years after they shall have become 
so vested in parcels to tenants or proprietors 
of holdings not exceeding ten acres in area and 
£5 in rateable value each, on estates adjacent 
to, or in the neighbourhood of the said lands, 
or in case there shall be no such tenants or 
sroprietors, then to any persons to whom the 

rd may lawfully sell land uader the pro- 


| visions of the Congested Districts Board (Ire- 


land) Acts.’”—(Dr. Ambrose.) 


| Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 


Dr. THOMPSON said although he) 
was not convinced by the arguments of | 
the Chief Secretary that this was not a} 


be there added.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY pointed out that 


very advantageous proposal, still he did | there was a precedent for this Amend- 
not wish to delay the progress of the | ment under the Land Clauses Act by 





Bill; and he would, therefore, ask leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 65 agreed to. 

Clause 66 agreed to. 

Clause 67 :— 

Dr. AMBROSE said if the present 


which, where a railway acquired land and 
/could not use the whole, they were 
_bound to put the balance up for sale at 


| auction within twelve months. 


| 


| THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
| IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
|N.) said the objection to this 
| Amendment was that it was hardly 
relevant to the clause it proposed to 
/amend. Clause 67 put a limit on the 


Chief Secretary were allowed to remain | untenanted land which the Congested 


in Ireland there would be scarcely 
any necessity to propose the Amend 
ment he now moved, but, unfortun- 
ately, no sooner had a Chief Secre- 


across his path, and he bade adieu to Erin 


| Districts Board might haveinits possession 
at any particular time. 


| 


| 
tary taken up his residence in Ireland | one time. 
than some apple of discord was thrown | 


The object was 
to prevent it having more land than it 
could pay the purchase money on at 
He did not think if the hon. 
Member considered the matter fully 
he would find that the interests of all 


and they had to teach his successor the | parties concerned were bettered by the 


first principles of the Irish question. In | 
the county of Mayo, half the occupiers | 
were rated at under £4 valuation. It | 
was not because there was no land in the | 
county. There was plenty of land if it | 
were only purchased. In the Westport | 
and Castlebar Unions there were many | 
thousands of acres let to graziers, on | 
eleven months tenancies, who only kept | 
a herd and a dog upon them, and if that | 
land were split up in tidy-sized Sohne 
and added to the holdings of the in- | 
habitants of the congested districts, some 
use would be made of it. The only 
avenue of hope to those people was 
emigration, but if this Amendment were 
adopted it would go far to remedy the 
evils of the congested districts of Ireland. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— | 


* In page 33, line 5, at end, to add the words, 
* All untenanted lands which become vested in 
the Board shall be offered by them for sale 
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Amendment. They would be better 
dealt with by leaving a certain elasticity 
in this clause. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 67 agreed to, 
Clause 68 :— 


Mr. TULLY said he would formally 
move in Clause 68, page 33, line 8, after 
“thereof,” insert “and any buildings 
thereon,” to elicit some explanation as to 
what was included in the “ parcels of 
land.” If the buildings on the land were 
included in the “ parcel” and the levy of 
fines on tenants were to be done away 
with he would not move it. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 33, line 8, after the word ‘thereof ’ 
to insert the words ‘and any buildings 
thereon.’ ”—(Mr. Tully.) 


3H 
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Question proposed, “ That those words | who, moved the first Amendment mis- 
be there inserted.” conceived the purport of the section. 
'The section did not deal with the 
Mr. WYNDHAM said the buildings migrants but the persons who lived in 
on the land would be included and the | the neighbourhood of the persons who 
fines were already done away with. 'had migrated. The proper course in 
| respect to both Amendments would be— 
/not to go the whole length, but in line 
, : ; ; | 10 to leave out the words ten acres in 
Mr. TULLY said the intention of | area and leave in the monetary limit. 
the Amendment he now proposed to, 
move was to get rid of the restrictions (Co_oneL NOLAN (Galway, N) asked 
placed on the Congested Districts Board. whether the word proprietors in this 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





His idea was that they should be done 
away with because he found from the 
eleventh Report of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board the migration was hindered 


by them in a way that never could have | 


been anticipated. He thought there 


should be some compulsory powers to | 


migrate the holders of large farms so 
that their holdings could be divided up 
amongst the small holders. His _pro- 
posal was to leave out all these restric- 
tions as to the number of acres and 
area, and that £20 should be the limit. 
A man whose rateable value was £20 
might be migrated to another district. 
He noticed that since last night the 
right hon. Gentleman had put a new 
clause down. Did the clause mean that 
the right hon. Gentleman was going to 
take powers to migrate the class to 
which he referred. 


He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 33, line 10, to leave out the word 
‘ten,’ and insert the word ‘ twenty.’”—(Mr. 
Tully.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 

Mr. DILLON said perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman would allow him to 
move his Amendment before he replied 
so that he might deal with both at the 
same time. He proposed to leave out 
acres and area altogether and raise the 
£5 limit to £10. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘*In page 33, line 10, to leave out the words 
‘acres in area and five.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM, replyin 
Amendments, said the hon. G 


to both 


entleman 


clause and, in fact, all through the Bill, 
|meant proprietors under the former 
| Purchase Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Mr. T.M. HEALY said he had no objec- 
| tion to the Amendments, but he wished to 
_know what these poor people had done to 
| suffer expropriation from the county in 
which they were born. 


Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 33, line 10, to leave out the words 
| ‘ten acres in area.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


| Amendment agreed to. 
| Mr. DILLON moved to iusert “or to 
any sons of such tenants.” He said there 
| were many cases in which the Board, if 
it had this discretion, would be glad to 
| avail themselves of it. He had in mind 
cases of men who came over to England 
for nine months in the year, leaving their 
|families at home, and who would un- 
| doubtedly have to emigrate altogether if 
| they had no chance of getting holdings in 
| the neighbourhood. Many of these men 
| were of just that enterprising class which 
| it was desirable to retain in the country. 
All he desired was that if the land was 
there and to spare the Board should be 
| able to let the son of a tenant have it. 


| Amendment proposed— 
| “In page 33, line 12, after the word ‘land’ 
| to insert the words or to any sons of such 


| tenants.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


| Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 


| Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would be 
sorry to oppose any proposal of the hon. 
| Member, and he did not oppose this on 
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its merits, but he wished to point out its 
bearing on the remarkable Amendment 
of the Chief Secretary. The proposal 
was that a farm, for which, perhaps, the 
man had paid a high price, should be taken 
away and given to the son of another 
tenant in the district. The insertion of 
these words would enable that to be done. 
He had never heard of such a proposition, 
and he failed to see why one man should 


be injured for the benefit of another | 


unless good reason were shown for it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said the Amend- 
ment would place too rigid a restraint 
/on the action of the Board. Until the 
scheme of discrimination between the 
Congested Districts Board and the new 
Department had been arrived at, he could 
not agree to an Amendment laying down 
the amount that was to be expended on 
any given purpose. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN suggested 

that, as the two points covered by the 

Amendment had been substantially met 

_ by promises of the right hon. Gentleman 
| the Amendment should be withdrawn, 


Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Connemara) | 


said he had intended severely to criticise 
the action’ of the Congested Districts 
Board in his constituency during the last 
ten or twelve years, but the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman had disarmed 
criticism, and his apology rendered further 
remarks on that point unnecessary. 
Moreover, as the right hon. Gentleman 
had promised to do away with the system 
of imposing fines on migratory tenants to 
extend the operation of the migratory 
scheme under the Bill, it was unnecessary 
to do more than formally move the 
Amendment on the Paper— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 33, line 15, at end, to add the 
words ‘(3) When the Congested Districts Board, 
in exercise of any power vested in them under 
Section 44 of the Act of 1896, or otherwise, 
sell any parcels of land to tenants of small 
holdings or others, the cost of any improve- 
iuents Other than the cost of the building or 
rebuilding of houses carried out by the Board 
upon any such parcel of land previous to such 
sile shall not be included in the estimate of 
the price to be paid for the same, and shall not 
be payable by the purchaser thereof, nor shall 
any money be payable by way of fine by any 
such purchaser to the Board upon such sale. 
(4) The Congested Districts Board shall each 
year, out of the income provided for them by 
the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, 
set apart the sum of £40,000 for the purposes 
of migration and settlement, as mentioned in 
Section 37 and Section 29, Sub-secton 1 (a), of 
the Act of 1891, and for the enlargement of 
small holdings under the powers conferred upon 
them by Section 44 of the Act of 1896 and 
this section in such proportions as they may 
determine. And in case the sum of £20,000ja 
year referred to in Section 35 of this Act is 
ay to the Board such sum shall be applied 

y them to the like purposes only.’ *—(Mr. 
O’ Malley.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8S.) 
said he desired to move the Amendment 
he had placed on the Paper, because he 
felt that the Bill was unsatisfactory in 
the respect there referred to. The only 
remedy for the existing state of things 
was to provide land for those who had 
an insufficient quantity on which to 
bring up their families. Congestion and 
its consequences constituted a serious 

| social probiem, which could not be over- 
looked or lightly passed over, as it 
affected the well-being of all classes of 
the community. Members representing 
all shades of political thought had ex- 
pressed a desire to support the Bill, 
with the hope that it would put an 
end to the agrarian trouble in Ireland, 
| but he would like to see practical effect 
given to that sympathy by sufficient 
land being provided for the people in 
the western counties on which they 
‘could live without the necessity of 
migrating or emigrating. The Chief 


| Secretary was cognisant of the evil 


caused by the consolidation of farms 
| during the last fifty years, and he would 
| do well to take the advice of the repre- 
sentatives of the people on this point, 
as he had an opportunity which should 
not lightly be thrown away. Let the 
finishing touch be given to the policy 
of conciliation by giving the people the 
right to live on the land and putting an 
end to the system of grazing. Con- 
cessions had been made affecting the 
well-being of classes infinitely better oft 
than the people for whom he was 
pleading, and he appealed to the right 
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hon. Gentleman to deal with this matter 


once for all by enabling the people of | 


the West to live in their own country. 
Unless the holdings were extended there 
could be no comfort or prosperity for the 
people, and a good deal of good, which 
would otherwise come by the passing of 
this Bill, would be lost. In various parts 
of the country there was more than 
sufficient land. His hon. friend the 
Member for West Mayo had given an 
illustration of the condition of things 
in the Westport Union, and the same 
might be said of other unions. There 
was one union where 44,000 people were 
living upon holdings at a less valuation 
than 18s. 4d. each, and 7,000 were under 
£8. It was little wonder that these 
should be described as slum holdings by 
the right hon. Gentleman. He was 
afraid that a number of graziers would 
come in for the benefits of this Act. 


His hon. friend the Member for North 
Mayo had told the Committee that on 
one estate there were twenty-five small 
holders huddled together on the bog 
land which they had tilled and reclaimed, 
whilst on the other side of the road was 
the good land from which they had 
been driven, and which was held by 
three graziers, one of whom had thirteen 
large grazing farms, whilst his brother 
had six. The Land Commission ad 
vanced £2,739 to one of these graziers, 
to the second £2,241, and to the third 
£1,952, making a total of £6,922 which 
was given to these graziers. The poor 
tenants he had aliuded to got considerably 
less than £4,000 between twenty-five of 
them. The conduct of the Land Commis- 
sion in advancing so much money to these 
graziers was monstrous, and a continua- 
tion of that policy would not produce 
either peace or goodwill in Ireland. If 
the right hon. Gentleman meant to settle 
this question, let him give an assurance 
that the poor cottier farmers of the west 
of Ireland would not be forgotten, and 
that the graziers, who had been a curse 
to the land, would be rooted out once 
and for all. If advances were made to 
these graziers what would become of the 
poor people who had been living on the 
fringes of those ranches? 
people had been looking over the walls 
around these ranches with longing eyes, 
hoping for the day to come when they 
might inherit the land from which their 
fathers had been driven. 


Mr. John O Donnell. 


{COMMONS} 
‘the rumours of this Land Bill reached 


These poor 


Immediately 
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Ireland, these graziers, who never before 
either built a house or made a drain 
upon their land, began to do so. He 
hoped the Chief Secretary would give 
them some assurance that these gentle- 
men would not be able to get large 
advances from the Estates Commission, 
for by that course a good many poor 
tenants would be kept from obtaining 
possession of those lands. Within the 
past seven or eight years he had found 
it his duty to speak very strongly in 
regard to the action of these gentlemen. 
He had frequently spoken very hardly 
about graziers for taking these ranches ; 
about landlords for letting them, and 
about the Government for allowing such 
a scandalous state of things to exist, and, if 
the occasion should arise again, he might 
have to repeat those utterances, no matter 
what the consequences might be. He did 
not say this to hold out any threats, but 
simply to convey to the Committee the 
earnest desire of the people to have the 
land and to show that there could be 
neither peace, nor contentment, nor 
prosperity in Ireland until these graz- 
ing lands were divided up into smal! 
holdings. He wanted an assurance from 
the Chief Secretary that no advance 
would be given to any man on an 
agricultural holding who held fifty 
acres outside that holding, or where the 
tenant did not reside upon the holding 
or within one mile thereof. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 33, line 15, at end, to insert the 
words—‘ (5) No advance shall be made under 
any of the Land Purchase Acts for the purchase 
of a holding situated within a congested 
districts county in any of the following cases— 
(a) Where the tenant does not reside upon 
the holding or within one mile thereof; (b) 
Where the holding comprises pasture land 
more than 50 acres in extent, which in the 
opinion of the Congested Districts Board 
is suitable for the enlargement of existing 
holdings or for any of the purposes mentioned 
in Sub-section 1 (a) of Section 39 of the Act of 
1891.’”—(Mr. John O’ Donnell.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the admini- 
stration of the Act in Ireland would not 
be successful unless it carried with it 
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the assent of all classes of public opinion 
in Ireland. He was convinced that they 
would not only prejudice the chances 
of this Bill now, but the chances of its 
fair operation in Ireland if they took 
away absolutely from certain persons 
privileges which they now enjoyed. It 
might be held by some that they had 
already limited the rights to which 
persons in Ireland might legitimately 
aspire. But it would, in his opinion, 
be a fundamental mistake, and would 
militate against the object which the 
hon. Member had at heart, if they were 
to place in the Bill an invidious and 
exclusive enactment against a particular 


. set of men in Ireland, and a set of men 


who were necessary to the prosperity of 
Ireland. He thought those who had 
listened to his speeches upon this ques- 
tion would admit that he had shown 
that he was fully sensible of the evil of | 
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be, he was convinced, a great error of 
judgment, and he must resist any such 
proposal. He did not know whether the 
hon. Gentleman had considered the way 
in which the various provisions of this 
Bill hung together. There were now 
the Congested Districts Board and the 
Estates Commissioners. But the Con- 
gested Districts Board would not go out 
of its way to buy a property for the mere 
purpose of reselling it to large graziers or 
farmers. That was not their province 
under the Bill. Their duty under the 
Bill was to eal with parts of the West 
of Ireland which required improvement. 
He would ask the Committee to consider 
the bearing of Clause 85 on the whole of 
this question. The Estates Commis- 
| sioners would not consider a mere fringe 
| of congestion and sanction the sale of 
that unless they did what the Bill put it 
in their power to do, namely, acquire 
other land in order to remedy that state 





congestion, and most desirous to miti- | of congestion. Nor would they sell a 


gate that evil; but to legislate against | single large farm without regard to cir- 
graziers as a class would be an act of | cumstances of congestion in its neigh- 


economic insanity. To whom were the bourhood. There would be a good deal 


small holders to sell their calves if they 
did away with the graziers ? 


*Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : To the 
exporters who supply the English 
market. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was sur. 


| “wr r : 
| of elasticity and administrative resource 


, under this Bill taken as a whole, and as 
| the object of the Government was not, 
;and never had been, to give large ad- 
| ditional grants on public credit in order 
/to enable people to buy property which 
they could buy for themselves, the hon. 
|Member need have no alarm that the 


| action of the Commissioners and of the 





prised if the hon. Member was in favour | 
of withdrawing from a whole class of | 
farmers any advantages under this Bill | 
—(NATIONALIST cries of, “In congested | 
districts only”)— which they now enjoyed | 
under? earlier legislation. It took all | 
sorts} to make a world: and graziers | 
would have just cause of complaint if 
these privileges were withdrawn, and 
many would take up cudgels on their | 
behalf. It would be altogether a de- | 
parture from the spirit which had ani- 
mated the authors of the Bill, and from | 
the spirit of the Land Conference, to say | 
that a certain class should get none of | 
the advantages. Moreover, under the 
Bill a grazier could only obtain one 
advance for the purchase of a grazing 
tract. Many of those persons were 
not so much farmers as men of 
business buying and selling cattle. 
To say that a man who might now pay | 
up to £5,000 was by this Act to be} 
deprived of the right of doing it would | 





Congested Districts Board would be to 
sive large advances to those described as 
graziers. The graziers would enjoy their 
existing rights under the Bill. These 
were rights which ought not to be taken 
away by the Bill. If property was 
bought by the Congested Districts Board 
it was bought for the purpose of curing 
the evils of congestion. He thought that 
under this Bill the Congested Districts 
Board should have all the powers of 
landlords to deal with that property for 
certain objects. What were those ob- 
jects? To cure on that property the 
evils of congestion, and turn those who 
were the debtors of the State into persons 
who had property which would support 
them for the next sixty-eight and a half 
years and enable them to pay the instal- 
ments. The Congested Districts Board 
would be abusing a public trust if they 
were to sell off the worst holdings with- 
out regard to being able to enlarge them, 
or if they were indiscriminately to sell 
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all the untenanted land in the neighbour- 
hood without regard to the fact that 
there was an amount of congestion 
there to be relieved. He thought the 
hon. Member would see that his fears 
were somewhat visionary. To introduce 
an arbitrary code against one class, and 
one class only, in Ireland would be 
altogether out of harmony with their 
proceedings, and the champions of that 
class would have something to say on the 
subject which would imperil the passing 
of the Bill At any rate, it was a policy 
which he could not accept. 


*Mr. KILBRIDE said he acknowledged 
the attitude of the right hon. Gentle 


man when he _ extended the limit 
from £5,000 to £7,000. In doing 


so, he undoubtedly met his hon. friend 
the Member for North Kildare in a most 
generous way. He begged to assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that the farmers 
of County Kildare, who were mostly 
interested in this particular matter, 
would be mindful of him for what he 
had done. He wished to point out that 
the case brought forward by his hon. 
friend the Member for South Mayo did 
not come within the purview of this Act 
at all. The hon. Member was afraid, 
and he thought he was legitimately 
entitled to be afraid, that where there 
was congestion in the immediate 
proximity of a large farm, the tenant 
would not make use of this Bill at all, 
but that under the law which at present 
existed he would make a direct bargain 
with the landlord under the 
Purchase Acts, even in a congested 
district. If he was wrong, he hoped the 
Attorney-General would correct him 
Under the law as it existed a bargain 
could be taken completely away from 
the purview of the Estates Com 
missioners, and the Congested Districts 
Board. The land could be bought direct 


from the landlord for a great number of 


years purchase, and the landlord would | 


get a bonus. 
Mr. ATKINSON : No. 


*Mr. KILBRIDE said he was very glad 
to hear that. In such a case the land- 
lord would get no bonus. ‘This was 
not an attack upon the graziers of 
County Meath, or of the provinces of 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Leinster or Connaught ; it was simply a 


proposal to safeguard in the interest of 
| the congested districts all available land 
| which was not necessary to the present 
|oceupying tenant for the purpose of 
making a living. He knew a case in 
the constituency of his hon. triend the 
Memberfor East Galway wherea man who 
had made his money out of the halfpence 
and pence of the people living in a con- 
gested area, by keeping a wayside shop, 
and who, though originally he did not 
occupy ten acres of land himself, was now 
a grazier holding 5,000 acres ofland. {An 
Hon. Member: His name isRattray.] He 
was sure the Chief Secretary must be 
acquainted with this éase. He assured 
the right hon. Gentleman that he had 
qualifications to deal with this question 
which no other man occupying the posi- 
tion of Chief Secretary ever had. He 
could tell the right hon. Gentleman in 
the frankest way that he would be met 
by the people not only of the West of 
Ireland, but of Kildare, in a way that no 
other man in the position of Chief 


Secretary ever was met before. They 
talked about sentimental reasons. Senti- 
ment went a long way in Ireland. The 


right hon. Gentleman had the advantage 
of having the sentiment of the Irish 
people with him in a way in which no 
other man ever had before. He was 
quite sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
would take advantage of his opportunities 
and that he would do everything in his 
power as a member of the Congested 
Districts Board to see that the land which 
remained available for the enlargement 
of holdings and for the accommodation 
of people migrating would be used for 
those purposes. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL said that in 
view of the assurance he had received on 
the question from the right hon. Gentle- 
man he did not desire to press the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 68, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 69, 70 and 71 agreed to. 
Clause 72. 


*Mr. O’KELLY moved an Amend- 
ment dealing with the question of 





1573 Trish 


providing land for the people in the 
congested districts. He hoped the 
Chief Secretary would accept the 
Amendment as it did not go so far as the 
Congested Districts Board suggested in 
their fourth Annual Report. The Report 
had often been quoted before in the 
House, but he would quote it again in 
connection with this Amendment as he 
believed it was fairly apt. The hon. 
Member read the passage in the Report 
which stated that the Board were in 
possession of information from their 
inspectors that there were large tracts of 
grazing land which could be used to en- 
large the holdings of small occupiers, but 
that the Board were of opinion it would be 
impossible for them to give effect to this 
important part of the work unless more 
funds were placed at their disposal and 
compulsory powers conferred upon them 


to acquire the land. He thought it was | 


only reasonable that the powers of the 
Board to acquire land should be increased 
now that their credit was to be increased. 
Sooner or later compulsion must be 
recognised, so far as the congested dis- 
tricts were concerned, if the work of the 
Board was to be really satisfactory. He 
was content at the present time to ask 
Parliament to sanction pre-emption, which 
would not hurt the landlord because it 
would not compel him to sell if he did | 
not want to sell, and would secure that | 
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| hon. Gentleman that when the Congested 
| Districts Board was first formed, ten 
'and a half years ago, there were 429 

electoral divisions defined as congested 
divisions, and of these only 118 had been 
affected by the operations of the Board. 
He had in his mind several large 
grazing farms in Mayo which might 
be availed of by the Congested Districts 
Board for relieving congestion by set- 
tling the people on the land, but which, 
for want of the right of pre-emption, 
| would pass into the hands of individual 
| graziers. If the right hon. Gentleman 
| did not accept his Amendment now, it 
| was certain that, in a very short time, he 
| would have himself to come down to the 
| House and ask Parliament to consent 
| either to pre-emption or compulsion. He 
| begged to move— 





| Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 34, line 11, at end, to insert the 
| words, ‘ (2) Where any agricultural or pastoral 
| land is for sale in a congested districts county, 
| and the vendor is a person who may be dealt 
| with as the owner of the land in accordance 
| with the provisions of Part 1 of this Act or 
| otherwise, the Congested Districts Board shall 

be entitled to a right of pre-emption of eaid 
| land. No person shall sell any such land to 
| any person or persons other than the said 
| Board, or enter into any agreement for the 
sale thereof without first serving within the pre- 
scribed time, and in the manner prescribed upon 
the said Board notice of his intention to do so. 


whenever land was available in a con- | On receiving such notice the said Board shall, 
gested district, the Congested Districts | in case they determine to purchase the said 





Board would have the opportunity of 
purchasing that land in order to carry 
out the object of the Board—viz., the 
relief of congestion. It would also pre- 
vent speculative transactions in land to 
the detriment of the poor people, because | 
many graziers purchased land in the hope | 
of re-selling it to tae Board at an enhanced | 
price. Take the case of the estate of Bone, | 
situated in the very heart of the congested | 
district of his own county. There were | 
no fewer than 173 holdings there under | 
£8 valuation; and everyone admitted 
that any holding under £8 was below the 
subsistence point for a family. On that 
estate there were 700 acres of grazing 
land which had fallen into the hands of 
three individual graziers, while the Con- 
gested Districts Board had to stand by 
without power to prevent it. Had the 
Congested Districts Board had the power 
of pre-emption, that would not have 
occurred. He would remind the right 


| lands for all or any of the purposes of the 
| Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, serve 
| upon the vendor thereof within the prescribed 
| time and in the prescribed manner a notice of 
their intention to purchase the same. The 
| said Board thereupon shall be entitled to pur- 
| chase the said land for such sum as may be 
agreed upon, or, in the event of disagreement, 
may be ascertained by the Land Commission 
Court to be the true value thereof, and the 
sale shall, thereupon, be completed in the 
same manner in all respects as if it were a 
purchase by agreement by the said Board 
within the provisions of Section 72 of this 
Act. For the purposes of this sub-section, 
| the true value of said land shall be ascertained 
| by the Land Commission in the same manner 
as if it were a tenancy being sold to the land- 
lord under the provisions of the Act of 18£1, 
subject to such variations as the Land Com- 
mission may by rules direct. If the vendor 
fails to give the said Board the aforesaid 
notice of his intention to sell and proceed with 
the sale of the land to any other person or 
persons, the Land Commission may, if they 
think fit, upon ——- made to them 
within the prescribed time and in the pre- 
scribed manner, by the said Board, or by the 
County Council of the county in which the 
land is situate, declare the sale to be void 
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In case the said Board, having received the | 
notice of the vendor’s intention to sell, shall 
fail to serve the said notice of their intention | 
to buy, then they shall be deemed to have | 
waived all right of pre-emption under this | 
section, and the vendor shall thereupon be | 
entitled to sell the land as if this section had 
1 ot passed.’”—(Mr. O’ Kelly.) | 
| 


| 
| 


| 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


| 
| 


Mr. DILLON said that he had an 
Amendment on the Paper practically on | 
the same question as that raised by the | 
Amendment of the hon. Member for | 
North Mayo, but if the right hon. 
Gentleman saw his way to accept the 
latter, he would not find it necessary 
to move his. 
that the grass lands necessary for the | 
relief of congestion in the West of Ireland | 
should not pass into the hands of pro- | 
prietors who would hold them against | 
the people forever. Since the Congested 
Districts Board was founded in 1891 
there had been seven amending Acts, 
and they had not yet reached the 
possession of perfect machinery; and 
he warned the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary that if he allowed 
this portion of the Bill to pass without 
accepting any of the Amendments of 
the Irish Party, he would require 
another amending Act in the immediate 
future, and that further agitation would 
arise in the West of Ireland. The right 
hon. Gentleman in his speech did not 
attempt to deal with the ordinary way 
in which the landlord sold these grazing 
lands directly to the tenants. He knew 
of cases where the graziers, being afraid 
of any interference by the Congested 
Districts Board with the estate on which 
their farms were situated, induced 
other graziers to join with them in 
buying directly from the landlord; but | 
even supposing the other smaller grazing 
tenants refused to join, there was 
nothing to prevent the larger tenants 
buying direct. The only punishment 
which the Estates Commissioners or the 
Congested Districts Board could give in 
such circumstances would be to punish 


| 
| 
| 





the poorer men for what the richer | 


men had done in buying up the estate. 
He maintained that the discretion in 


the clause as it stood was no protection | 
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Their object was to secure | 
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during the afternoon with ever-increas- 
ing admiration; he had never heard 
the Chief Secretary in such form ; each 
succeeding speech was more eloquent 
than the preceding, and it was a perfect 
treat to listen to him. But the right 
hon. Gentleman was never more 
eloquent than when he did not mean 
to give the Irish Members any con- 
cession; and now, at the end of a not 
too long prolonged debate on this most 
important subject, there was nothing 
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i 
to show for their work except the 
modest Amendment accepted in regard 
to the sons of tenants. This was a very 
serious state of affairs; and he would 
read the unanimous resolution of the 
Bishops of Connaught on this subject, 
passed immediately after the Bill was 
introduced, in order to impress on the 

overnment the importance of this 
Amendment. He might say that the 
Bishops of Connaught were an extremely 


| moderate body of men; and he did not 


think that anybody co:ld complain that 


these Bishops had ever been inciters of 


violent agitation or of violence in any 
way, or that they had shown themselves 
to be unreasonable or extreme politicians. 
The Bishops, who were all present, said 
that whilst recognising the immense 
value of the Land Bill now before Parlia 
ment, and earnestly hoping that it would 
soon become law, that they desired to re- 
cord their fears that the proposals dealing 
with congestion were quite inadequate. 
Larger and more extensive powers should 
be conferred on the Congested Districts 
Board similar to the powers granted in 
Scotland, and above all no landlord 
should be able to purchase l@nd except 
with the view of making it residential, 
and even under that condition not to a 
greater extent than £1,000. They were 
of opinion that the land question would 
not be settled in Western Ireland, nor 
would peace and contentment be restored 
until the grazing land taken from the 
people in the past was given back to 
those who were able and willing to work 
upon it for the support of themselves and 
their families. As the outcome of this 
discussion they had been able to obtain 
only the smallest modification im the 
| provisions of this Act which were unani- 
/mously condemned by the Bishops. 


What was the difficulty which prevented 





to the smaller tenants at all. He had the right hon. Gentleman from making 
listened to the right hon. Gentleman | some concession on his part? Previously 
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there were great landlord interests of | stock, and as valuable as any gilt-edged 
stake, but they had not heard the voice at | security, had to accept twenty-four 
a single landlord raised against these | Years purchase, and yet they were told 
proposals. The British taxpayer had there was no kind of compulsion. It 
also disappeared. He had no interest in | appeared to him that the Government 
the discussion. On the contrary, he | had acted most arbitrarily. They had, 
would be in a much more secure | jn the present land legislation, given a 
position if their proposals were ac-| most unjust right of pre-emption to the 
cepted, because these poor tenants must Jandlord, who could compel the tenant to 
become the debtors of the British sel] his holdingat two-thirds, or even one- 
taxpayer, and it was enormously to the half, of its value, and yet when they 
latter's interest that the tenants should asked that a man should be compelled 
have such holdings as would make them ‘to sell his land at its full market value 
solvent. These proposals would not add the Government refused t> discuss the 
one penny to the burden which would matter. That was an unreasonable 
be placed on the British taxpayer. What | attitude to assume, and no amount of 
was the trouble in this matter? It) eloquence on the part of the Chief 
seemed to him deplorable that in a great Secretary would reconcile them to it. 
settlement of the land question, toalarge He warned the right hon. Gentleman 
extent they were going to leave out that without this compulsion the 
the most acute part of the question and Bill would not prove a success. He 
the main source of agitation in the past. was periectly aware that these clauses 
The right hon. Gentleman had made an would do a great deal, and were an 
appeal to them, and had said that the improvement on the law as it now stood. 
complications were so great that he could But more was the pity that the right 
not be expected to deal with the recon- hun. Gentleman would not complete 
struction of the Congested Districts the work. He could not blame them 
Board. That, however, ought to have if they were obliged to go to their own 
been the first question to receive atten- districts and point out to the people that 
tion, and from the points of view both having got so much, and only so much, 
ot urgency and merit that was really a by agitation, they must continue to 
question which ought to have occupied agitate in order to get the rest. 

his attention before any other. He had 
admitted that in his negotiations with the 


Treasury and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer he had obtained the promise 
for the Bill to be agreed to on the ground 
of pressing urgency because of the 
desperate condition of the people in the 
West of Ireland. That being so, why 
should these people be left out ? and why 
should not this Bill be drawn so as to 
give reasonable ground for hoping that 
the case of the Western peasants would 
receive proper attention? Throughout 
this long debate they had had no solitary 
reason, from beginning to end, why their 
proposals should be rejected. This 
principle of compulsion had been sanc- 
tioned by the Prime Minister with regard 
to the West of Ireland. That right hon. 
Gentleman signed a report as a member 
of the Congested Districts Board by which 
report, compulsion, as a principle, was 
appliedin Ireland freely and most urgently 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the Bill 
would prove adequate if it had a fair 
trial, but he was afraid that this part, or 
any other part of it, would not get a 
‘fair trial in Ireland if they introduced 
the principle of compulsion. He desired 
to act by means of inducement and 
goodwill, and by appealing to all 
classes in Ireland to try and 
make a lasting job of the Bill. 
| They had not had the money to buy those 
estates, and that was why they were 
not bought. Now they had the money 
‘they were told they would be 
/beaten in the open market, but he 
could not see how that could be 
‘when they had a double bonus. He 
'did not think they could be beaten 


in the open market, nor by isolated pur- 


| chasers, in whose case there was no 
bonus against the double bonus. When 


the State was conferring fresh rights and 





in connection with these land sales. The creating credit facilities it meant to have 
owners of head-rents, which property | a say in the conduct of a policy intended 
was more valuable than Government to level up the bad part of the country 
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and to cure congestion. His opinion 
was that the policy would meet with 
success. He did not see how compulsion 
applied to the landlords would help at 
all. It would rather have the effect of 
spoiling the reception of the Bill in 
Ireland, and he could not give way on 
the point which had been urged. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
explained that his intervention in 
the debate was due tothe deep interest he 
had taken in this question. It seemed 
to him that anyone who had studied 
Irish questions must see that round the 
congested districts circled the whole 
question of the well-being of the Irish 
people. In spite ofthe fact that the popu- 
dation of [reland was quite inadequate to 
the resources of the country, in the West 
there was a large mass of population in 
‘the direst poverty, and for that state of 
things a remedy must be found. If that 
remedy could not be found without com- 
pulsion then he felt very strongly that 
individual interests must give way to pub- 
lic interests. It would be unfortunate if it 
‘should not be possible to effect what 
they had in view without expropriation, 
but when one considered the enormous 
benefits that could be conferred upon a 
great number by a possible hardship 
inflicted on a few, then the public 
interest demanded that no individual 
interest should stand in the way. He 
knew how deeply sympathetic the right 
hon. Gentleman was in this matter, and 
how much he had the success of this 
measure at heart. If the right hon. 
‘Gentleman believed that without the 
principle of compulsion he could arrive 
at the result they all desired, then there 
‘was no reason to impress upon him the 
many considerations that had been 
urged in favour of compulsion. But he 
‘could not help feeling that compulsion 
would be a good weapon to fall back 
upon if the right hon. Gentleman did 
not succeed. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
said the question of the congested 
districts was really the Irish landquestion 
in its most intense form. He had learned 
with astonishment from the Chief Secre- 
tary’s speech that to create the right 
of pre-emption was the same thing as 
compulsion. Compulsion was applied to 


~ Mr. Wyndham. 
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an unwilling seller; the right of pre- 
emption involved the willingne-s of a 
man to sell with the State stepping in 
to say that in order to carry out a great 
national policy it should have the first 
right to buy. The Chief Secretary in 
dealing with the grazing lands said that 
the landlord would not sell to the 
graziers because he got no bonus. But 
the grazier could give more money for 
his land than the poor tenantry, and 
the landlord would drive a bargain with 
the grazier. It was a moderate request 
to say that the Congested Districts 
Board, acting in the name of the State, 
should at least have the right of pre- 
emption in order to carry out the 
policy which it was founded to promote. 
He believed this was a vital question. 
Recognising the battles the Chief Secre- 
tary had fought to secure the provisions 
already in the Bill, he would not impede 
him with his work, but the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he remained in Ireland, 
would find that he would have to give 
either pre-emption or compulsion before 
this cancer could be removed. 
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CoroneL NOLAN said the Chief 
Secretary was in sympathy with the 
object Irish Members had in view, and 
no doubt, if he had to administer the 
Act would succeed in enlarging most of 
the holdings. But the right hon. 
Gentleman might not remain in Ireland, 
and if his successor proved to be of a 
frugal or easy-going disposition the claims 
of the small men might not be pressed 
on the Treasury. ‘The Bill was very 
elastic, and a great deal would depend 
upon the manner in which it was ad- 
ministered. There were two classes of 
graziers in Ireland. In the case of those 
who took the land onthe eleven months 
system the owner had to be dealt with. 
But there were also those who took the 
land altogether, and he hoped the Chief 
Secretary would be able in some way to 
see that a good deal of their land passed 
into the hands of the small people. If 
the hon. Member for East Mayo went to 
a division he would support him, as he 
thought the provision ought to be 
extended, not only to the congested 
districts, but also, through the Estates 
Commissioners, to other districts that 
were not congested. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary on the Report stage would be 
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able to explain the bonus, and show that 
the Bill was calculated to achieve one of 
the two objects they had at heart—viz., 
to make the great bulk of the tenants 


owners of the soil, and to extend small | 


holdings. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the hon. Mem- | 
ber for South Tyrone had referred to pre- | 


emption and compulsion in the abstract. 
The pre-emption referred to 
Amendment was to buy, not at the price 
at which the vendor desired to sell, but 
at the price fixed by the Commissioners. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that that 
was what took place in ordinary cases of 
pre-emption in Ulster now. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) said that 
eight years ago the Congested Districts 
Board passed a Resolution stating that 
without compulsion it would be imposble 
to carry on the work of the Board, and 
he could not understand the obstinacy of 
the Front Bench on this matter. 


*Mr. O'KELLY said that, as he had 
no desire to disturb the millennium, he 
would withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said that 
Clause 48 provided a certain remedy in 
the case of fraudulent tenancies created 
since Ist March last, whereas, by the 
Amendment he was about to move he 
proposed to extend the inquiry to all 
cases of bogus tenancies created since the 
passing of the Congested Districts Act for 
the purpose of defeating it. The power 
in Clause 48 would be really nugatory, 
because landlords and graziers knew the 
date fixed in the Bill. But if no mercy 
was to be shown in such cases, why should 
fraudulent transactions be condoned if 
they dated from a year, or two years, 
before, when they had the same object, 
viz., that of forestalling the Bill by tying 
up land which would be the salvation 
of the people? As the Chief Secretary 
was aware, this class of fraud had been 
one of the chief obstructions to the work 
of the Congested Districts Board. One 


farm had been the means of keeping | 
half the county of Mayo in disturbance | P° 


for two years. In that case an impudent 
attempt was made by a broken-down | 
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in the | 


Land Bill. 


| grazier to get possession of a large farm 
_which he knew the Congested Districts 
| Board intended to buy, and he succeeded 
in getting possession, not for any genuine 
agricultural purpose, but simply to levy 
blackmail by afterwards selling or sur- 
rendering the farm to the Board. He 
could give many cases of the most 
shameless fraud of that description, 
practised at the expense of the people, 
solely for the purpose of anticipating and 
defeating the Bill. Why should any 
mercy be shown to the people who com- 
‘mitted these frauds? Why should public 
money be used absolutely to reward the 
perpetrators of these frauds, and enable 
'them to filch away for ever this land 
from the people? The Amendment 
would involve no hardship on either 
landlord or grazier, as neither the 
Board nor the County Council would 
be in the least likely to make any appeal 
except in the case of some notorious 
scandal, while if they did raise a merely 
vexatious question the Court would give 
costs against them. The Bill confessed 
that some inquiry was necessary to 
defeat frauds of this kind, but the power 
ought to be made a reality by enabling 
the inquiry to go back at least five 
years. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 34, line 17, at end,toadd the words 
‘ (3) In any case in which the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, or the County Council havin 
jurisdiction in a county comprising a potencies, | 
districts county, shall be satisfied that a 
letting of land for the purpose of pasture or an 
agreement for the agistment or temporary 
depasturage of land within said congested 
districts county has been made since the 
passing of the Act of 1891 with a view to de- 
feating the purposes of Part II. of that Act, 
it shall be lawfule for said Board or said 
County Council to apply to the Land Com- 
mission Court to have said letting or agree- 
ment set aside, and for this purpose notice of 
such application shall be served within the 
prescribed time and in the prescribed manner 
upon the parties to said letting or agreement, 
and the said Land Commission Court, after 
giving all the foregoing parties an opportunity 
of being heard and having considered all the 
circumstances of the case, may, if satisfied 
that said letting or agreement as aforesaid 
has been so made, make an order declaring 
same to be void as from the date of such order 
upon such terms as to costs or otherwise as to 
said Court shall seem just, and thereupon the 
Congested Districts Board shalJl have all such 
wers of purchasing the lands comprised in 
such order, freed and discharged from said 
letting or agreement, as are conferred upon 
them by the Congested Districts Board 
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(Ireland) Acts, as amended by this Act for the 
purchase of lands whether compulsorily or by 
azreement.—(Mr. William O’ Brien.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said the Chief Secretary had admitted on 
another Amendment that this safeguard 
would have to go farther back than was 
proposed in the Bill, because he had said it 
must go back so as to deal with cases of 
tenancies created in view of the Bill of 
last year. But March of last year was 
when that Bill was introduced, and the 
right hon. Gentleman was publicly pledged 
for a year before to bring in such a Bill. 
Therefore, the safeguard would need to 
extend to at least a year prior to the 
introduction of the Bill of last year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM, who said _ the 
phrase “fraudulent tenancies” must not 
he attributed to him, explained that the 
position taken up by the Government was 
that tenancies created in anticipation of 
the Act should not be entitled to more 
than a certain advance. It was quite out 
of the question to go back five years, but 
he was prepared to go back to the date of 
the Queen's Speech of 1901, which he 
took to be the first ofticial announcement 
with which he was connected pledging the 
Government to bring in a Land Bill. It 
would not be necessary to go even so far 
as that had not a certain discretion been 
admitted earlier in the Bill where some 
relaxation appeared to be necessary. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said that, 
as the right hon. Gentleman appeared to 
have said the last word on the point he 
would withdraw the Anféndment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 72 agreed to. 
Clauses 73, 74, and 75 agreed to. 


Clause 76. 


Mr. DILLON, in moving to omit 
Sub-section 1, said that this part of the 
Bill had really no right to appear in the 
measure at all. Nearly every sub-sec- 
tion was open to criticism and objection. 
The particular proposal with which he 
was now dealing was that the Lord 
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Chancellor should have power to add 
another Judge for the purpose of decid- 
ing fair rents. Their experience of 
Judges dealing with fair rents was 
that they were a public nuisance. The 
Bessborough Commission had laid down 
that if, and so far as, public opinion 
would allow, the proper men to fix fair 
rents were laymen, and not lawyers. 
While everybody would be compelled to 
admit that questions of law ought to be 
referred to a judicial tribunal. he had 
always held that on questions of value 
a tribunal composed mainly of lawyers 
was most inequitable. At present the 
Court of Appeal in these cases consisted 
of two lawyers and two laymen, but it 
was now proposed to get rid of both 
laymen and import a Judge, nominated 
by the Lord Chancellor, in their place. 
Such a proposal was outrageous. Law- 
yers had no special knowledge of land, 
and yet they were to adjudicate on 
business nineteen-twentieths of which 
was concerned with nothing but the 
value of land. The absurdity of the 
whole proceeding was shown with 
regard to the position of Mr. Murrough 
O’Brien. Mr. O'Brien had been one of 
the head Commissioners for a number of 
years, and was really the only member 
fitted by knowledge to adjudicate on 
these questions, and yet he was to be 
driven out and a Judge put in his place. 
A more monstrous proposition was 
never submitted to the House of Com- 
mons, and he could not allow it to pass 
without protest. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 35, line 3, to leave out Sub-section 
1.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said the hon. Member 
was under a misapprehension as to the 
scope and object of this clause. At the 
present time there was a vast number of 
arrears. It should be remembered that 
under this Bill they had imposed very 
serious and important duties on the 
present Judicial Commissioner. He 
would have to decide on questions of 
law arising under the operation of the 
Land Purchase Acts, and it was perfectly 
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impossible without repealing a section 
of the Act of 1881, and setting up a 
different procedure, to dispose of the vast 
arrears of fair rent appeals unless they 
found a Judge somewhere to act in con- 
junction with the two lay Commissioners. 
One of the greatest grievances was that 
there were still thousands of appeals 
undisposed of. The hon. Member had 
said that they should appoint a new 
Judicial Commissioner. It was obvious 
that a Judicial Commissioner would not 
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| Judicial Commissioner. If that was 
| correct, what was the meaning of the 
| Attorney-General saying that it was 
| necessary tobring in a Judge toconstitute 
_a Court with two lay Commissioners ? 
| He wished a frank statement from the 
‘right hon. and learned Gentleman as to 
| what was the necessity for the Judge, 
'and what was the procedure in respect of 
| appeals which it was proposed to set up 
|under this most unfortunate part of the 
| Act. 


be required as soon as the present | 


appeals in arrear had been dealt with. 
It was for that reason that it was pro- 
posed to give the Lord Chancellor power 
to avail himself of the services of a Judge 
from the Superior Courts. That Judge 
would contribute the legal element to 
the tribunal. The hon. Member seemed 
to have no conception of the questions 
which would arise under this Act if it 
was to be a success. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said there must 
be a Judicial Commissioner to hear 
appeals in fair rent cases. Mr. Justice 
Meredith was to decide cases under the 
new Act, and therefore if the Court was 


to sit, there myst be a new Judicial Com- | 


missioner. He.thought it was a most 
unfortunate thing that they should 
import a Judge to decide appeals on the 
value of land which he knew absolutely 
nothing about. He had an idea how 
the cases would be decided. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that what 
happened was this. These gentlemen 
sent down a Court valuer, and though a 


| Mr. WYNDHAM said Part III. of 
the Bill was necessary, unless he was to 
| be endowed with the gifts of some god, 
,and have unlimited time and money 
‘always at his disposal. The Exchequer 
of this kingdom would not allow the 
Chief Secretary to have as many Judicial 
Commissioners as he might consider need- 
ful. Something in the nature of Part If]. 
| was a necessary corollary of the rest of 
the Bill. He thought it was part of the 
scheme of the Bill as a whole that they 
should not create more and more Judicial 
Commissioners to deal with rent fixing, 
unless it should appear that this Act was 
a failure. If it should appear, as he 
hoped, that a great many people would 
abandon their appeals which had been 
going on for two years on questions in- 
volving 5s. on a £4 rent, he believed the 
provisions of Part III. would help to 
wind up some of the litigation, and help 
them to deal with matters arising out of 
the distribution of the purchase money, 
All who knew Mr. Justice Meredith would 
admit that they would be very foolish if 
they did not take advantage of his 
assistance in the distribution of the 


party to a case might argue and give | purchase money. Unless they got come 
evidence for ever, the Court would stick petent assistance on that matter, this 
to the value put on the land by the Act would be a most profound dise 
Court valuer. The Judge of the High @ppointment in Ireland. The position 
Court would confirm the value given by | would be improved if he were to appoint 
the Court valuer, who would probably be |another Judicial Commissioner, but he 
a gentleman paid 30s. a week. | had not the resources at his command. 

| 

Mr. DILLON asked where the two | 





lay Commissioners were to come from, 
and what was to become of Mr. Fitz- 
gerald? Under Subsection (4) it was 
proposed to turn that gentleman into a 
Judicial Commissioner. What was he 
going todo? His reading of a subse- 
quent clause in the Bill was that appeals 
were to be heard in future by a single 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested to the 
hon. Member for East Mayo that his 
purpose would be completely served by 
leaving out the words, “ before the first 
day of January one thousand nine 
hundred and two,” in the second sub- 
section, because then no Judge could be 
appointed without his own consent, and, 
of course, no Judge would consent to take 
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this work on. As far as he could make 
out, Mr. Justice Barton and Mr. Justice 
Wright might be nominated by their 
own consent. Were these men, who had 
been accustomed to large fees, to go down 
to Killarney and Donegal and pay their 
expenses out of their own pockets ? 
And therefore the Treasury would be 
just as badly off as before. It was a 
most natural thing that no man wanted 
to go down and live in a country hotel 
in Ireland and sleep in damp sheets if 
he could possibly avoid it. And did any 
one imagine that these gentlemen would 
go down there at their own expense, 
without some compensation, to save the 
Treasury ? But suppose these two 
gentlemen refused to go, an Address 
would be required to be carried in both 
Houses of Parliament for their removal 
from the Bench on account of their 
refusal to obey the directions of the 
Lord Chancellor. That was absurd 
He did not know what really to do 
about it, and he shared the objection of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMBsaid that accord- 
ing to all the information he could 
obtain the great bulk of the landlords 
of Ireland were against Part III. of the 
sii But when the Chief Secretary told 
the Committee positively that he could 
not give way on this matter, that the 
Treasury would not give way, and that 
the Government would not give way, he 
was compelled to withdraw his Amend- 
ments, although he was bound to say it 
was with great regret. 


Mr. DILLON said that this was a 
most unfortunate end to the discussion. 
He did not want to have an even worse 
man brought into the court to take the 
place of Judge Meredith. The proposal 
of the Chief Secretary would revolutionise 
the whole system, and in his opinion 
would render the condition of the tenants 
desperate, because it would put this 
gentleman in absolute control of the 
whole machine. There was much talk 
about economy, but he maintained that 
to ram down their throats the proposal 
to make another Judge was not economy, 
but waste. The Judge would say, “If 
you are going to give me something more 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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to do, you must give me an addition to 
my salary, seeing that Mr. Wrench gets 
an additional £500 a year for crossing 
the street.” He warned the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that he would be 
called upon very shortly to grant an 
additional £500 or £1,000 a year to 
this Judge. He held that the sub-section 
was extravagant and unnecessary. 


Mr. TULLY said that this was a most 
critical and most crucial point in the 
Bill, and he respectfully asked the Com- 
mittee to go to a division. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he really 
thought that a Judge should be appointed 
who had no interest in land A Judge 
who was a shareholder in a railway 
company would not sit in a case affect- 
ing that company. Whatever else might 
be said against Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald 
he was not a landlord, although he had 
always objected to Mr. Fitzgerald as a 
member of the Kildare Street Club. The 
Government would not appoint a Mem- 
ber of the Irish Land League, or of a 
Land League club to do work of this 
kind. It would modify his views if the 
Government were to ihsert the words 
“not possessing any interest in land.” 
In the Act of 1889, Mr. Gladstone was 
most careful to provide that the two 
gentlemen on the Commission to repre- 
sent the tenants, and one agent to repre- 
sent the landlords, should have no 
interest in land. When it came to this 
absolutely new proposal it was rather 
strong to appoint one of these gentlemen, 
who knew nothing about land, and 
another who knew too much about land. 
It seemed to him that it would be better 
to have a Judge who knew nothing about 
land than one who knew too much about 
land. The effect of Clause 78 would be 
rather to diminish the number of land 
appeals, and it was difficult to see what 
extra work these gentlemen would 
have to do. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
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| the Land Courts, either with regard to 
land purchase or with regard to the 
administration of the funds, and it was 
possible, if this Bill was to be a success, 
that a great many difficult questions might 
arise. At present there were 13,000: 
| appeals pending. It would be quite 
impossible to spare a regular Commissioner 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, | to sit with the Judge of the Land Court 
Penrith) in the Chair. | and in case of an appeal on the ques- 
tion of fair rent, it was felt it would 
be a great deal better that they should 
|have a land valuer to sit as an assessor. 
Amendment proposed— |The hon. Member for South Tyrone was 
“In page 35, line 3, to leave out Sub-section | Tather difficult to please. He said the 
(1).”--(Mr. Dillon.) | assessor or Judge must be a man aquainted 
| with Irish land, and then he said there 

Question proposed, “That the words | was no man in Ireland acquainted with 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | Irish land who was not a partisan. How 
clause.” /on earth then, were they to create a 
| tribunal at all? If they went outside to 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked for some | choose, it would be said the man was not 
information with regard to these sub-| acquainted with Irish land ; on the other 
sections. He noticed that by them it! hand,aninsideman wassaid tobea partisan. 
was intended to have three Judicial Com-| He believed in case of an appeal a Judge 
missioners and that when either of these | and assessor would be a perfect tribunal, 
Judicial Commissionerss at to hear appeals | resembling what happened in the Court 
from the Sub-commissioners he was to be | of Admiralty. Ihe most difficult ques- 
assisted by a properly qualified lay asses- | tions that any human being could be 
sor. The hon. Member for North Louth | called upon to decide were the questions of 
in the beginning of the debate had. said | patents ; no Judge could have a personal 
that all this would not matter because | knowledge of any particular patent but 
the Judicial Commissioner on the question | , Judge had to deal with evidence, and 
of value would be guided by the report there was no difficulty in dealing with 


of the Court valuer, but that was exactly | .vidence always provided that for the 
what would not happen. It would also | technicalities he could rely on the 


be interesting to know where this specially | assessor. The assessor would be selected 
qualified assessor was tocome from, because f h t soete Seal 
he knew of nobody in Ireland who had | "om mong the most competent lan 
any pretence to be called a land valuer | ¥*'U°TS: 
who had not taken sides either with one | 
party orthe other. An impartial assessor | : 
of Irish land did not exist. If, however, | MR. HEMPHILL (Ty rone, N.) said he 
he was assured that this specially qualified | had no objection to this first sub-section, 
assessor would have the supreme voice in | but it was quite another question when 
the question of value then his opinion on they came to deal with the other sub- 
this matter might be somewhat modified. | 8¢ctions. It was most desirable, in order to 
prevent any block, that there should be a 
Mr. ATKINSON said there was | Judicial Commissioner in reserve to act 
no Judge who would come within | when required, because if from any cause, 
the first clause at present. It was/ in the case of one Judicial Commissioner, 
anticipated that under the Land Purchase | he was incapacitated for any length of 
Acts under this Bill there would be a great | time, unless they had someone to fall back 
deal of business to be eventually carried | upon, the business might come to a stand- 
out. If this Bill was to be a success it | still. He pointed out that this matter in- 
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(In the Committee.) 





Clause 76 :— 





was absolutely necessary that they should 
have one or two Judicial Commissioners to 
deal with it. Nothing could be more 
unfortunate for landlords and tenants 


than that there should be any block in 





volved no extra expense to the country, as 
it only applied to future appointed Judges. 


| It afforded, if there was to be any Judicial 


Commissioner at all, an opportunity of 
having a Judge, and it was most desirable 
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that there should be a reserve. He did 
not, in supporting this, pledge himself to 
support the other sub-sections. The only 
question here, as it seemed to him, was 
whether they should depend upon one 
man or have a reserve to fall back upon. 


Mr. DILLON said this sub-section had 
been sought to be justified on the ground 
of economy ; but instead of economy it 
was nothing but extravagance. They had 
had a declaration from the landlords 
that they did not care for this clause, and 
in fact nobody wanted it except the 
Government. Why would they need 
two Commissioners? The Land Court 
got on with one Commissioner. 


Mr. ATKINSON : iairteen thousand 
appeals accumulated. 


|.Mr. DILLON said they accumulated 
owing to the conduct of the landlords 
and the Government. That was not a 
sufficient answer for introducing two 
Commissioners but, even if it were, was 
this the way to promote economy? This 
third part of the Bill was simply out- 
rageous. The Attorney-General for 
Ireland got up to defend it, and informed 
the Committee that if this were passed 
there was nopresent Judge available for 
the position. Then who was to be the 
Judge ? Was it to be the hon. and learned 
Solicitor-General for Ireland, because 
he was old enough to remember the 
Bright Commission, when the Solici- 


tor-General was counsel for the landlords | 
and made the most ferociously eloquent | 


speeches denouncing the tenants and the 
Land Court for cutting down the rents 
of the landlords ? 
man who was to be the Judge? 


The 


fact of the matter was, that this portion | the Bill had been extremely clever; but 


of the Bill was part of a system devised 


~ ; 
by the Government to stop all reductions pretext for providing appointments for 


of rent in Ireland in order to pave the 
way for purchase at a high price. If the 
Government would agree to omit Sub- 
section 4 of Clause 76, and to drop out 
Section 78, he would not detain the Com- 
mittee further. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said he must support the Amendment. 
The Attorney-General was not quite 
candid when he said no Judge now on the 
Irish Bench could be appointed. The hon. 


Mr. Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 


Was that the gentle- | 
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_and learned Gentleman was called to the 
| Bar in 1865, and had had a long experi- 
'ence. Did he ever know a Judge who 
| had been asked by the Lord Chancellor 
| to take an appointment to refuse it ? He 
| would not instance cases, but he knew of 
cases in which men, now dead ani gone, 
not only accepted such appointments, but 
based claims for future promotion upon 
the fact that they had done so. In his 
opinion the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
who was a member of the Cabinet, was 
not the proper person to appoint a Judge 
for the discharge of such peculiarly deli- 
cate work as this. The appointment 
should be made by a person not in the 
Cabinet. The present Lord Chancellor 
was the chief antagonist of Mr. Gladstone 
on the question of the Land Act of 1881, 
and therefore could scarcely have any 
great regard for this Bill. He objected 
to this clause, because it brought most im- 
properly the Irish Judges into connection 
with the Executive Government. An Irish 
Judge appointed under this Bill woud 


be bound to be more or less influenced 
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'to do his best for his employers, with 


a view to honours and titles afterwards. 
Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald had as much 
experience as any other Judge on 
the Bench, and was certainly an expert 
on the land question. He was an old 
friend of his own, and he did not choose 
to say anything against him ; but would 
it be denied that his environment led 
him towards the landlord party? Surely 
the landlord party ought to be content 
with Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald without 
further assistance from the Irish judi- 
ciary. Of course, the Irish Judges would 
be only too delighted to take on this 
work, even without salary, because it 
would bring them into contact with the 
Government and give them something to 
| do. The whole scheme of the finance of 


this particular clause was merely a 


legal favourites of the Government. As 


| soon as a Judge was appointed a Judicial 


Commissioner, so surely would there be 
an additional salary paid to him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was more 
than doubtful whether he could contri- 
bute anything to the debate which would 
assist the Committee in arriving at a 
decision on this point; but perhaps it 








might be his good fortune to assist the 





LO 
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Committee if he illustrated this particu- | because by hypothesis Mr. Justice Mere- 
lar section and also showed the relation | dith, and Mr. Fitzgerald for that matter, 
of this part of the Bill to the Bill as a would have to give assistance in carrying 
whole. The hon. Gentleman who had | out the Act unless there was to be great 
just spoken said that the Judges of | disappointment. In the distribution of 
Ireland would all jump at the oppor-| the purchase money the assistance of 
tunity of helping Mr. Justice Meredith | Mr. Justice Meredith would be invalu- 
in discharging duties which were not very | able. He did not think he was stating 
attractive, but no Judge would be bound | anything that was not known when he 
to take up this work except with his own | said that Mr. Justice Meredith was heart 
consent. All the section provided for | and soul in favour of land purchase, and 
was that among the many friends of Mr. in making this Bill a workable measure ; 
Justice Meredith on the Bench, there nor did he think that a Judge of the high 
might be some who would be prepared character of Mr. Justice Meredith should 
to give him assistance in the leisure | be asked to spend one week out of every 
moments which he understood some Irish | two in ot, questions involving 2s. 
Judges enjoyed. That was the whole of or 5s. a year. Further, it would be cruel 
the section. They were bringing up the to both landlords and tenants that they 
personnel of the Land Commission to a’ should be asked to go on with this litiga- 
total of seven Commissioners. The Bill tion. The Bill gave them an opportunity 
was described by some of its hostile critics of escape, and in his opinion there would 
in this country, as far as it had any be very few who would not take it. If 
hostile critics, as a leap in the dark. He | Mr. Justice Meredith was to give assistance 
hoped it was a leap into the light out of in the distribution of the purchase money 
the darkness of the past. They were there must be some provision for dealing 
having seven salaried officials, and it was with accumulated appeals. Mr. Fitz- 
unreasonable to ask the public to hedge gerald was there, and was, in his 
against all possibility of failure, and to opinion, quite competent to perform 
appoint a number of persons to discharge that duty ; and it would not be reason- 
rent fixing and judicial work in the event able for him to ask the Treasury jor 
of land purchase failing. He believed another man. Mr. Fitzgerald had a 
that land purchase would succeed, and if salary of £3,000 a year; and it was pro- 
it did succeed it would not be in the poged. because of the new work which 
interests of a tenant who paid £4 rent to was to be thrown upon him, to give him 


carry on a suit for two years ona question 4 pension calculated on £2,500 a year. 
of 5s. a year, nor would it be to the 


interest of the landlord or his agent to 





appeal indiscriminately. A great deal of 
litigation would happily disappear. The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone was doing 
his best to expedite the progress of the 
Bill. The hon. Member intervened in 
Part ILI, which was his special problem, 
but he had not intervened again. He 
would ask the hon. Member if it was 
practical politics that they should have a 
judicial staff to carry on litigation on the 
scale on which it had unfortunately ex- 
isted in the past. As to the question of 
personnel, Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald would 
take up new duties. Some might think 
that another distinguished gentleman 
might discharge them with greater satis- 
faction. That might be so, but Mr. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the right 
hon. Gentleman should remember that 
Mr. Fitzgerald, in 1892, commuted his 
pension. He got the choice of a salary of 
£3,000 a year without a pension «r 
£2,500 a year with a pension, and lie 
took the £3,000. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that all those 
points had been raised again and again, 
and the hon. Gentleman must forgive 
him for not opening them up now. As 
a rule, those matters were decided upon 
a hard and fast scale, and personal con- 
siderations were not allowed to influence 
in the slightest degree the salaries or 
pensions that were given. As regarded 





Fitzgerald had legal qualifications, and he Mr. Murrough O’Brien, there was no 
could not go to his colleagues and the precedent in any Act for giving him a 
Exchequer and say that because certain pension. He thought it would bea pity, 
people were not quite satisfied with Mr. however, if any cause had been given to 
Fitzgerald another Judicial Commissioner , think that a slight was intended on Mr. 
should be appointed. It came to that,| Murrough O’Brien; and, therefore, 
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although there was no precedent in the 
whole Statute-book for giving him a 
pension, and although the Treasury 
were perfectly entitled to say to himself 
that the matter did not enter into the 
Billin any shape or form, his right hon. 
friend had acceded to his request, and 
Mr. Murrough O’Brien would have a 
pension. 
longer record of continuous service than 
Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald, and he would 
receive a substantial pension. With 
reference to Mr. Bailey and Mr. Finu- 
cane their salary was £2,000 a year, 
and he thought that hon. Members 
fiom Ireland would agree with him that 
when they were making new appoint- 
ments, even if there might be some 
semblance of injustice as compared with 
old appointments, they should arrange 
the salaries on a scale having relation to 
the wealth of Ireland. The pension of 
the new Commissioners would be on 
the scale which obtained at the 
Treasury. Mr. Bailey had been a public 
otticer of the State for years; and Mr. 
Finucane had entered the Civil Service 
years and years ago, and his past services 
as a public servant would accrue for a 
pension. 
sure 
native land in connection with the Bill ; 


and when his time for pension came it | 


would be asubstantial one. Mr. Wrench 
had a salary of £3,000 a year on the 
Consolidated Fund. He, like Mr. 


Justice Meredith, was heart and soul in | 


favour of the policy of land purchase ; 


and he had great experience in these | 


matters. If the Bill were to succeed it 
would be folly on his part not to secure 
the services of such a man; but he could 
not ask Mr. Wrench to serve without 
giving him additional emolument. 
thought Mr. Wrench had met him 
handsomely in the matter. Mr. Wrench 
was to have no pension. He assured 
the Committee that he had done his 
level best to solve the problem of getting 
for this great national object the men 
who, in his opinion, could best carry 
out this Bill, and who would be ready 
to work with each other; and _ he 
thought that was more important than 
any question of the exact proportion 
of their salaries and pensions. But the 
Government held that there must be 
some simplification in the rent-fixing 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. Murrough O’Brien had a | 


He was a man who he was| 
would do excellent work in his | 
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procedure in the future ; and that that 
simplification was not only good in itself, 
but was almost a necessary concession to 
the financial position, when they were 
putting such great financial resources 
upon the purchase side of the trans- 
action. Was it.reasonable that fifty, sixty, 
| or seventy temporary Sub-commissioners 
should be employed, that two laymen 
‘and a man with judicial experience 
\should, in the first instance, be sent 
down to look at a plot of land of very 
‘little value; that a valuer should be 
sent down; that there should be an 
appeal before th > highly - salaried 
officers of State; aud that a period of 





two years should be taken to decide 
|whether a particular rent should be 
£4 10s. or £4 158.2? It would be a 


| scandal if, after this Bill became an Act, 
‘such wholesale litigation took place as 
| had taken place in the past. Therefore, 
when he had been asking his colleagues 
and the guardian of the national purse 
to give greater facilities, he felt it his 
duty to show that there would be 
savings, and that the great army of 
officials would not be kept on. If he 
were asked for an act of faith to show 
that he was not leading everyone intoa 
fool’s paradise, he would say that one legal 
Sub-commissioner and one lay Sub-com- 
missioner would be a sufficient tribunal 
\if the Bill passed, and that one Judicial 
'Commissioner and a qualified assessor 
would be a sufficient appellant tribunal. 
If they had faith in this Bill as a purchase 
Bill, then they could economise on the 
rent-fixing side. He had felt himself 
‘compelled to give some evidence to his 


‘colleagues that such economies were 
| possible, and those economies were 


| embodied in the third part of the Bill. 


He | 


Mr. DILLON complained that the 
right hon. Gentleman had embarked on 
a Second Reading speech, and protested 
against the assumption underlying it 
that the Nationalist Members were object- 
ing to the proposed economies in the 
third part of the Bill. When the right 
hon. Gentleman, in impassioned language, 
talked about the necessity for limiting 
the enormous number of appeals, he was 
confounded by his audacity, because in 
the year 1894, in the Morley Committee’s 
Report, the Nationalist Party proposed a 
paragraph recommending the abolition 
of appeals in all cases below £20. Yet 
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now the right hon. Gentleman, whose 
Party were bitterly opposed to that 
recommendation and voted against it, 
leaving the room at the end of the 
proceedings headed by the present 
Minister for War, and who thereby 
made themselves responsible for at least 
three-fourths of these appeals, was now 
appealing to the Nationalist Party not to 
encourage the multiplication of appeals ! 
It was rather too much of a good thing 
to speak as if it were the Nationalist Party 
which had been in the habit of insisting 
on the right to carry innumerable appeals 
to the Courts above. They had always 
heen more than willing to provide for 
the abolition of appeals except in cases 
above £20, and personally he would be 
prepared to accept the risk offered by 
the proposal of the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth to stop appeals 
altogether. The right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken as if the object of Part II 
of the Bill 
questions of valuation. He did not 
think that that accurately described it. 
The point was a very technical one, and 
he might be mistaken. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the object of 
the sub-section was to put obstructions 
in the way of appeals by giving the 
Commissioners power to refuse toentertain 
certain evidence. The whole tendency 
of the section was to penalise those who 
brought frivolous appeals. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not, of 
course, object to that. But the proof 
that the section did not stop appeals 


altogether on the question of valuation | 


was to be found in the provision that 
the appeals were to be heard by one 
Judicial Commissioner with the assistance 
of a specially qualified assessor. 
could the assessor do except advise on 
questions of valuation? Thus the whole 
system of appeals would still stand, and 
it was preposterous for the right hon. 
Gentleman to get up and lecture them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am sure I 
attempted nothing in the nature of a 
lecture. 


Mr. DILLON said he wished to re- 
pudiate the idea that the Nationalist Party 
ever favoured the right of appeal. Still, 
so far as the sub-section would obstruct 
frivolous appeals, he was heartily in 
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was to stop appeals on- 


What | 


| £2,383. 
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favour of it, especially as some of its 
provisions were advocated by them 
years ago. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, whilst 
opposing the right hon. Gentleman on 
this clause, he did so without any sense 
of satisfaction, as he felt that he was 
arguing with a man who more or less 
agreed with Members on that side, but 
who had been to some extent defeated in 
his struggles with the Treasury. The 
right hon. Gentleman was engaged in the 
task of looping the loop; he had had 
tremendous difficulties to face in arguing 
with the Treasury, and he naturally 
came to that House in an exhausted 
frame of mind after those arguments. 
They fully appreciated the struggles he 
had made, however, and in any argu- 
ments they brought forward they had no 
desire to in any degree disparage his 
efforts. The right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to the proposal made in the 
Report of the Morley Committee. What 
were the figures to preserve which he was 
now making a tremendous struggle on 
the landlord side ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
always opposed it. 


landlords 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, I can stand 
a lot, but I cannot admit that. The 
Report stated that the system of re- 
hearing questions on appeal was one of 
the causes which deterred tenants from 
making applications to have fair rents 
fixed. The effect of 21,847 rehearings 
and appeals had been to add about 
£2,383 to £466,871 of rental. That was 
what the landlords were fighting about. 
The addition represented about one-half 
of the Judge’s salary, and putting the 
cost of each appeal, say £5, to the tenant 
and £6 to the landlord, the parties must 
have spent a quarter of a million sterling 
in order to get the rents increased by 
The recommendation cf the 
Committee was that where the value of 


|the holding did not exceed £20, there 





should be no rehearing on the question 
of value. In a matter, therefore, in 
which the loss to the landlords would be 
so trifling and the gain to the tenants so 
material, surely the way to cut the 
Gordian knot was not to bring in any 
Judge of the High Court at all for the 
purpose of hearing appeals. They would 
thus please the Treasury, which he 
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believed was the determining factor in 


these matters, by saving the addition of 


£500 a year to the Judge’s salary and by 
saving the proposed addition of £500 
annually to Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald’s 
salary. Further than that, they would 
save litigants a quarter of a million of 
money by abolishing the system of 
trivial appeals. Let them take an example 
from the English County Court system 
where the litigant was entirely at the 
mercy of one individual. Let them 
apply a like principle to Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said he was 
endeavouring to adjust matters by 
giving Mr. Wrench an additional £500 a 
year. Now, by reason of the position he 
had taken up, he was bound not to attack 
Mr. Wrench ; he did not think it would 
be well to antagonise the man in view of 
the duties he was about to undertake. 
He would be in office whether they liked 
it or not. But what he did object to 
was the disparity of treatment between 
the Land Commissioners which occurred 
in the Reports of the Land Commission. 
Why should Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald always 
sign first, Mr. Lynch second, and Mr. 
Wrench third? Why should Mr. Lynch 
be in a position of inferiority to Mr. 
Gerald Fitzgerald? Why should the 
last-named be given £3,000 a year with a 
pension when he promised to take £3,000 
without a pension? The right hon. 
Gentleman need not resent criticism 
from that side of the House. They were 
criticising the Treasury and not him. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
land purchase in the future would be 
the rod that would swallow up all other 
rods. Well, the true test of it would be 
the ‘abolition of the system of appeals. 


What difficulty neea the landlords have | 


in regard to that? If they were going to 
sell their estates they would have no 
interest whatever in the appeals. Let 
them show, then, a little more consideration 
for tenants. 


In reply to a question by Mr. CLANCY, 


Mr. ATKINSON said the object was 
to abolish rehearing, and therefore it was 
provided that no evidence not given 
below should be given on appeal except 
by special leave, and that no question 
should be raised above which was not 
raised below. That would ensure their 
being appeals proper as distinct from 
rehearings. 


Mr, T. M. Healy 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


1600 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 35, line 13, to leave out Sub-section 
3.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
| Amendment agreed to. 
| 
| *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL, in moving the 
| omission of Sub-section (4), said he could 
not allow this proposal to pass without a 
/most resolute protest. Of Mr. Commis- 
sioner Fitzgerald he knew nothing per- 
sonally ; the only time he had seen him 
'was when the appeared as a_ witness 
before the Morley Committee ; but it 
was necessary, in connection with such 
an Amendment, to sketch Mr. Fitz- 
gerald’s history in connection with the 
land question. In 1881 or 1882 this 
gentleman was appointed a legal Assistant 
commissioner under the Act of 1881, 
but he did not serve long in that 
capacity. In the counties of Tyrone and 
Armagh, the district to which he was 
sent, the indignation against his pro- 
ceedings was so great that he was almost 
at once removed from the district. He 
was then made a County Court Judge. 
in which office he served for several 
years. An event then occurred which 
he believed had materially affected the 
administration of the Land Acts. Mr. 
Gladstone, when appointing the Land 
Commission, took great pains to see that 
|it was fairly constituted, Mr. Justice 
/O’Hagan being appointed as Judicial 
| Commissioner ; Mr. Vernon, a land agent, 
|as the representative of the landlords ; 
'and Mr. Litton, a representative of the 
tenant farmers, as the representative of 
the tenants. Several years elapsed. 
Mr. Justice O’Hagan’s health gave way, 
and there were rumours that he was 
about to retire. One morning, without a 
word of warning, the announcement 
appeared in the papers that Mr. Justice 
O'Hagan had retired, that Mr. Litton 
had been appointed Judicial Commis- 
sioner, and that Mr. Gerald Fitzgerald 
had taken Mr. Litton’s place as the 
representative of the tenants. After- 
wards, when Mr. Vernon died, Mr. 
Wrench took Mr. Vernon’s place as the 
representative of the landlords. Thus 
the tenants were deprived of any repre- 
sentative on the Commission whatever, 
for Mr. Fitzgerald was regarded as a 
man simply steeped in landlord prejudice. 
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It was one of the jobs which had been 
the disgrace of Dublin Castle from time 
immemorial. Such was Mr. Fitzgerald’s 
career in the Land Commission ; he had 
never had any position at the Bar, and if 
he had not been Lord Fitzgerald’s son 
he would never have had a position any- 
where. He was now to be made a 
Judicial Commissioner, an office for which 
he had no legal qualifications, and in 
which he would not be regarded with the 
least confidence by the tenants. In fact, 
the tenants blamed Mr. Fitzgerald for 
nearly all the injustices they considered 
they had suffered at the hands of the 
Land Commission, and yet this was the 
man who was to be placed in a position 
to review the decisions of other men. 
What could be said in defence of such a 
position ? There was also another point. 
Under the Act of 1892 the members of 
the Land Commission had the option of 
a salary of £3,000 without a pension, or 
a salary of £2,500 with a pension, and 
Mr. Fitzgerald elected to take the former. 
What was that but commuting his right 
to a pension? But it was now proposed 
not only to improve Mr. Fitzgerald’s 
position, but to give him a pension as 
well. To put in such a position as was 
here proposed, a man who was hated by 
the people whose cases he would have 
to hear, and who believed him to be the 
bitterest partisan on the landlords’ side, 
was nothing short of a public scandal, 
and to give him a pension in addition 
was a thing not to be dreamt of. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Ree 35, line 20, to leave out Sub-section 
4.°—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


clause.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said that in moving this 
Amendment the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone represented the opinion of —_ 
representative of the tenants in Ireland. 
He was surprised that the Chief Secre- 
tary should have selected this man to 
carry out the Act, because it had always 
been recognised as a fundamental prin- 
ciple that when a great and revolutionary 
Act was passed, its administration should 
be placed in the hands of persons who 
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were in sympathy with its spirit and 
objects. The right hon. Gentleman had 
given an admirable exposition of the 
views which inspired him in the selection 
of these officials and in justification of 
their salaries and pensions, but he had 
not dealt with the real underlying objec- 
tion—viz., that he had gone out of his 
way to exclude from the administration 
of the Act the one man in whom the 
tenantry of Ireland had special con- 
fidence, and that he had equally gone out 
of his way to force into the administra- 
tion the man in whom they had no 
confidence whatever. If this Bill was to 
have the beneficial results which all 
hoped for from its operation, surely the 
best way to begin its administration 
was not to place in every circum- 
stance of advantage a man regarded 
as an enemy of its spirit and prin- 
ciple, and to drive from its ad- 
ministration the one man who had 
shown a keen and ardent sympathy, not 
with the rights of the tenant as against 
the landlord, but with the principle that 
the property of the tenant should be 
regarded as being as sacred as the 
property of the landlord The right 
hon. Gentleman had often declared that 
this measure would depend for its 
effectiveness upon the spirit with which 
it was received by the Irish people. That 
being so, it was to be deeply deplored 
that the Chief Secretary had taken a 
Step so prejudicial to the efficient 
working of the Bill, but which all would 
join in hoping would not prove to be 
as disastrous as many of them feared. 


As no other Member rose to speak, 


*Toe CHAIRMAN was about to put 
the Question, when— 


Mr. T. M HEALY asked: Has not 
the right hon. Gentleman one word to 
say in defence ? 


THe SOLICITOR - GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. James CaMPBELL, Dub- 
lin University) said that ever since 
the Aet of 1881 was passed he had had 
considerable experience of its working, 
and perhaps he might be permitted to 
say afew words in reply to the speech 
made by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone. Under this Bill they proposed 
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to institute a new department called the | 
Estates Commissioners, and three gen-| 
tlemen had been nominated. One of | 


these was Mr. Wrench, and the other 
two were new appointments. If this 
Bill were attended with the success that 
his right hon. friend the Chief Secretary, 
in conjunction with alj Irish representa- 
tives, hoped for, the outstanding appeals 
on the subject matter of fair rent were 
likely to be largely diminished. 
Jt was expected that a great many 
litigants who elected to take advantage 
of the benefits conferred by this Purchase 
Act would not pursue their appeals, 
which would be withdrawn. If that 
result came off of course there would be 
no necessity to maintain the machinery 
of the existing Courts of Appeal in con- 
nection with the Land Commission in 
fair rent cases. At the present time the 
practice was that three Commissioners 
should sit together for hearing these 
appeals and other fair rent matters, two 
of them being lay Commissioners and 
the third the Judicial Commissioner. 
Under this Bill Mr. Wrench had _ been 
transferred to tle Estates Commission. 
Mr. Lynch had earned by long service 
a right to retire, and he believed that he 
intended to retire. In that case Mr. 
Murrough O'Brien would be the only 
one left asa lay Commissioner except Mr. 
Fitzgerald. Mr. Murrough O’Brien now 
got for the first timea pension. Assuming 
that he exercised his right to retire it 
was provided for in this Bill that the 
vacancy would uot be filled up. Mr. 
Wrench had been transferred, and of the 
old body of Land Commissioners they 
had only got Mr. Justice Meredith and 
Mr. Fitzgerald left. There were at 
present 13,000 appeals, and it was not 
to be assumed that all of them would 
disappear ; but assuming that a large 
number of them would be discontinued 
some provision had to be made for the 
trial of the balance. Consequently, they 
had to provide for every contingency 
under this Act, and the Treasury were 
anxious to effect an equivalent saving in 
the department which they were trying 
to supersede, namely, the rent-fixing 
department. Machinery was provided 
by which these appeals would be dis- 


posed of by the Judicial Commissioner, | 


and in the event of that machinery not 


being sufficient, power was given in this. 


Mr. James Campbell. 
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Bill to call upon any Judge appointed 
since 1902 to act as a Judicial Com- 
missioner in order to deal with any 
block in the business of the Court. The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone had 
made a rather bitter attack on Mr. 
Commissioner Fitzgerald. As an 
advocate for both tenants and landlords 
he had had many opportunities of 
observing Mr. Fitzgerald in the dis- 
charge of his duties, and he had no 
hesitation in saying that Mr. Fitzgerald, 
whether as a Sub-commissioner or a 
County Court Judge, or finally as a 
Land Commissioner, had _ invariably 
acted ably, conscientiously, and fear- 
lessly. It was very difficult for a man 
in Mr. Fitzgerald’s position in Ireland 
to escape the charge of being a partisan. 
Mr. Fitzgerald had been denounced that 
night as a landlords’ man. He had 
over and over again heard Mr. 
Fitzgerald charged with being a partisan 
of the tenants. Mr. Fitzgerald was to 
be retained as a Judicial Commissioner 
to decide appeals in fair-rent cases, 
with the assistance of a lay colleague, 
but it was hoped that these appeals 
would be very fewin number. As for 
Mr. Justice Meredith, he never was a 
politician and he did not betieve that he 
ever attended a political meeting. 
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Mr. HEALY: Yes, he did. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said that Mr. 
Justice Meredith devoted his time and 
energies to his profession, and he could 
safely say that he never was an aggres 
sive or active politician. There never 
had been a Judge who had brought to 


‘the discharge of his duty more energy or 


industry or a higher idea of what was 
due from him than Mr. Justice Meredith. 
The question was, what was to be done 
with Mr. Commissioner Fitzgerald ? 
Was he to retire or were his services to 
be availed of under this Act? His 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
had gone through as severe an ordeal 
as any Minister ever had gone through 


‘in regard to the financial proposals of 


this Bill. 


Was he to suggest to the 
Treasury that Mr. Commissioner Fitz- 
gerald’s services should not be utilised ? 
Noone could suggest that Mr. Fitzgerald 
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was not competent to discharge his 
duties, physically, at least. For the last 
twenty-five years he had had daily 
experience in the administration of the 
Land Acts, and no man placed in that 


position could fail to acquirethe character | 


of a partisan. He had heard it re- 


peatedly alleged by the hon. Member | 


for South Tyrone that Mr. Fitzgerald 
was a landlords’ man, but undoubtedly 
he was a gentleman who had discharged 
duties for nearly a quarter of a century 
in a way which commended itself to the 
profession of which he was a member. 
Mr. Fitzgerald had been retained, and he 
would be entitled to administer the law 


in the matter of any of these appeals | 


which were still reserved. He doubted 
if English hon. Members knew the nature 
and extent of the matters which might 
be dealt with in one sitting of these 


Courts. So long as they had this 


system of fair rents they must have these | 


appeals, and therefore they must have 
competent judicial persons to preside 


over the hearing of them. In electing 


Mr. Commissioner Fitzgerald for this 
function regard had been had to the fact 


that for twenty-five years he had had | 


every opportunity of making himself 
aequainted with this particular work, in 
which he had given every satisfaction 
both to landlords and tenants. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the hon. and 
learned Member had not touched the 
real point at issue, and had argued the 
matter purely on financial grounds. He 
wondered whether the Solicitor-General 
had the authority of Mr. Commissioner 
Lynch or Mr. Commissioner O’Brien 
for stating that they were about to 


retire. 
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dropping of a tear. He had endeavoured 
| to find out the reason why the hon. and 
learned Gentleman had delivered this 
| masteciy speech in regard to these three 
great personalities. Ifthey were dealing 
with a House of Commons which did 
not contain any Irishmen he could have 
understood that speech, but there was 


hardly an Englishman in the House, 
and therefore they could not be fooled. 
The speech of the Solicitor-General was 
rather a bad compliment to his own 
‘countrymen. Was there any reason un- 
der Heaven why different treatment 
should be meted out to one of these 
_gentlemen above or below another ! 
Unless some non-performance of duty 
| or absence of intellect could be shown as 
'a reason why A should he treated 
differently to B, the conclusion must be 
arrived at that gross injustice was being 
done. Who was responsible for this 
He knew the Chief Secretary 
had absolutely nothing to do with it, 


injustice ? 


/and he did not believe the Attorney 
General was capable of treating any man 
with injustice, and the Solicitor-General 
| was not a law officer with a seat in the 
House when the Bill was drafted. They 
| were fighting shadows, because there was 


not one man in that trinity who was 


responsible. Where, then, were they to 


look for the responsible parent of this 
extraordinary arrangement? He really 
thought it must have arisen from some 


official spontaneous generation. It was 
_ the outgrowth of the Castle system. The 

Irish Secretary had gained the sympathy 
of the Committee by his heroic performe 
| ance in reference to the other clauses, 
/and no one wished to say a harsh thing 
| about him. No one wished to go to a di- 


Re : 
| vision upon this Amendment for fear that 


Mr. Lynch had been dismissed | they would beat the Government upon 


by the Solicitor-General without the | this elause, and so the gentleman who 
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would be placed in this position could | 
boast that he received his appointment as | 
Judicial Commissioner by the unanimous | 
consent of the House of Commons. 
be hoped he would | 
not deserve further He | 
trusted the Government would see 
that the one solution of this difficulty 
was to provide that his colleagues, Mr. 
lvnch and Mr. Murrough O’Brien, 
having deserved well of the country, 
should be on the same footing of equality 
with regard to finance as their more 


It was to 
censure. 


lucky colleagues. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. DILLON moved to add the name 
of Mr. Murrough O’Brien as an additional | 
The Solicitor- 
General in the speech which he de- 


Judicial Commissioner. 


livered a few minutes ago explained 
future con- 
stitution of the Appeal Court. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman stated that 
Mr. Commissioner O’Brien and Mr. Com- 
missioner Lynch were to disappear from 


what was to be the 


the scene, and on that he based the 
necessity for appointing a qualified 
assessor. What was the necessity for 


appointing a qualified assessor? He 
assumed that Gentleman would receive | 
a salary of £1,000 a year, or some con- 
This clause had one 
great vice which he thought no executive 


siderable amount. 


Government should ever indulge in. 
Commissioners had been excessively re- 
-warded because they were supposed to 
have favoured one side in the various 
litigations whicn had come before them, 
while they expelled a man who had the | 
confidence of the great mass of the people. | 
That was a proceeding on the part of the | 


Government which must tend to dee| 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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moralise the Judicial Bench in Ireland. 
He moved : 


Amendment proposed— 
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“In page 35, line 20, to leave out the word 
‘one,’ and insert the words ‘and Mr. Murrough 
O’Brien, two.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘one’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had already 
endeavoured to state the general grounds 
that led the Government to adopt Part 
III. of the Bill. He thought in dis- 


cussing this matter they might eliminate 
‘all personal questions. 


The point at 
issue really was whether the Government 
were right or wrong in selecting Mr. 
Gerald Fitzgerald for this post. He was 
responsible for that selection, and could 
assure the Committee that he should not 
have made it had he not felt that Mr. 
Fitzgerald was perfectly competent to 
discharge the duties which would devolve 
upon him. When attacks were made on 
servants of the Crown it was in- 
cumbent on the Minister as a matter of 
duty to defend them. He asked the 
Committee to take it from him that 
Mr. Fitzgerald was competent for the 
duties. In not appointing Mr. O’Brien 


or Mr. Lynch there was no slight what- 


ever cast upon these gentlemen. He 
gathered that some hon. Members from 
Ireland were not satisfied that the 
Government in this manner had acted 
discreetly. He was there to defend the 
discretion which they exercised. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 35, line 26, at end, to insert the 
words ‘and shall be entitled to a superapnua- 


_ tion allowance calculated on a salary of two 


thousand five hundred pounds and otherwise in 
accordance with the provisions of the Super- 
annuation Acts, 1834 to 1887.’”—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. DILLON said it was impossible 
to allow this transaction to go through 
This was | 


without a word of protest. 
really a most scandalous job. It was 
not correct to say that Mr. Commissioner 


Fitzgerald under this Act was having any | 


additional work placed on his shoulders. 
Why was he to get a provision? Under 
an arrangement come to in 1892 Mr. 
Fitzgerald received £500 a year extra 
per annum on the undertaking that he 
would not claim a pension. He had 
been drawing that extra sum for eleven 
years, and now the Government came 
forward and claimed that he should 
receive a pension. Thisclause was re- 
commended to the Committee on the 
ground of economy, and yet the Govern- 
ment proposed this extraordinary job. 
The right hon. Gentleman in making 
the proposal had not said one word in 
justification of it? What was the 
ground for making it ? They could only 
assume that it was a reward for services. 
It was a monstrous thing to propose to 
the House of Commons that Mr. 
Fitzgerald should be allowed to go back 
on the bargain made with the Treasury. 
To give him the right to a pension now 
after he had drawn for eleven years 
£500 a year extra for having agreed not 
to claim a pension was a most corrupt 
transaction. 


} 


tions applied to Mr. Commissioner | 
Wrench, who accepted a similar arrange- | 
ment eleven years ago. Did anybody | 
deny that under some future Bill Mr. | 
Wrench would not also be given the right 
toa pension? Of course he would. Mr. | 
O’Brien was practically dismissed be- | 
cause, he supposed, he did not give 
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| satisfaction to the gang who controlled 
| the Castle in Dublin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM would not reply to 
the remarks of the hon. Member, who 
was good enough to say that his action 
had been influenced by what he called 
“the gang who controlled the Castle,” but 
would ask the Committee not to consider 
him discourteous if he did not repeat all 
he had endeavoured to explain on a 
former occasion as to the grounds affect- 
ing his action. It hed been pointed out 
to him that the omission of Mr. O’Brien 
from the pension provision might be held 
to constitute a slight upon him; and 
although there was no precedent for a 
pension in this case he had secured one 
for him. He explained that he had re- 
cast the provisions of this clause and had 
gone to the Treasury in an endeavour to 
meet the Committee on the point. Mr. 
Wrench would another 
tenure than that which he now enjoyed ; 
additional pay was given to him for 
additional services, and the pension had 
been withdrawn. 


serve under 


He regretted that 
these efforts had been futile, and he now 
felt that any further defence would not 
induce hon, Members to change their 
minds. 


Mr. TULLY said he had been calling 
for a division all the evening, but no one 


| would support him. This was a sham 
The very same considera. | Dattle, and he hoped the Committee 


would be allowed to proceed to another 
clause. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. HEMPHILL had the following 
notice of Amendment on the Paper— 


**In page 35, line 19, at end, to insert the 
words ‘and all Assistant Commissioners ap- 


pointed under the said Act and holding office 
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at the date of the passing of this Act as 
permanent civil servants of the Crown shall be 
entitled to have all their periods of service 
under the Land Commission, whether the 
same shall have been continuous or otherwise, 
taken into account for all purposes of super- 
annuation allowance.’ ” 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he had again 


considered the 


{COMMONS} 
| *THe CHAIRMAN said that this pro. 


Amendment in the! 
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posed Amendment was open to the 
objection as the first. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s proposal would 
amend the Superannuation Act in 
respect of these particular gentlemen. 
That would be outside the scope of this 
Bill; it would require a special Act. 


same 





Amendment proposed— 


amended form in which the right | 
hon. Gentleman proposed to move 


it, and he was still of opinion 
if those gentlemen on whose behalf he 
was acting were civil servants, they came 
within the Superannuation Acts, and no 
If they 
were not civil servants then the right 


Amendment was necessary. 


hon Gentleman was proposing to extend | 


the benefits of the Acts to gentlemen 
who did not comply with the conditions, 
thereby placing on the Exchequer a 
charge which he was not entitled to 


place upon it without having fortified 


himsel! with «a Resolution of the House. | 


The Amendment, therefore, would not | 


be in order. 


Mr. HEMPHILL had also the follow- 


ing Amendment on the Paper :--- 


**In page 35, line 19, at end, to insert the 
words ‘ And all Assistant Commissioners ap- 
pointed under the said Act and holding office 
at the date of the passing of this Act as 
permanent civil servants of the Crown shall 
be entitled to have all their periods of service 
under the Land Commission, whether the 
same shall have been continuous or otherwise, 
taken into account for all purposes of super- 
annuation allowance, and any Assistant Com- 


missioner appointed on the permanent staff 


of the Land Committee under the Land Law 
(Ireland) Acts, who in the opinion of the 
Judicial Commissioner is fully competent to 
discharge his duties shall not be compelled to 
retire by reason only of having attained any 
age limit of the Civil Service. without 
prejudice to the power of the Lord Lieutenant 
by Order in Council to remove such Assistant 
Commissioner pursuant to section forty-three of 
the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881.’” 


that | 


‘*In page 35, line 26, at end, to insert the 
* (4) The Right Honourable Frederick 
| Stringer Wrench shall, if he is nominated as 
an Estates Commissioner, be paid, in addition 
to his present salary, a salary of £500 out of 
money provided by Parliament. (5) Murrough 
O’Brien, Esquire, one of the Land Commission- 
ers, and the two Estates Commissioners ap- 
pointed by His Majesty, shall be entitled to 
superannuation allowances in accordance with 
the provisions of the Superannuation Acts, 
1834 to 1887.’ —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


words, 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


| 
| 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the 
| Chief Secretary had undertaken to in- 


| quire if it were possible to find a method 


| by which, without violating the Judicial 
| Rules, the tenure of Mr. Finucane and 
| Mr. Bailey could be made more secure 


. é 
| than it was under the Bill? 


| 
| Mr. WYNDHAM said he could only 
effect that object when they came to the 
He would then be pre- 
| pared to move that the services of the 


teport stage. 


Estates Commissioners, including Mr. 
Wrench, Mr. Bailey, and Mr. Finucane, 
could only be dispensed with by an 
Order in Council to be laid before 
Parliament. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that that was 
a very considerable concession, and they 





ought to mark their sense of it by giving 
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the Government the rest of the clauses. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 76, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 77 agreed to. 
Clause 78, 


*Mr. BUTGHER (York) said that his 
hon. and gallant friend the Member tor 
Yarmouth had stated that the view of 
the landlords was that it would be 
much better to delete this part of the 
Bill, but that he had accepted the 
position. Now, he was bound to say 
that the speech of the Chieti Secretary 
had convinced him that the right hon. 
Gentleman had made with the Treasury 
the best bargain possible in the interests 
ot both landlords and tenants. 
part of that bargain that the costs of 
the land-fixing Courts should be reduced, 
and, to effect that, Clause 78 had been 
introduced. 


It was 


ile lad put down on the 
Paper an Amendment for the purpose of 
preserving the existing system, but, after 
the explanation of the Chief Secretary, 
he did not think it would be right that 
he should move it. Hetherefore begged 
leave to withdraw his Amendment—“ In 
Clause 78, page 35, line 33, leave out 
‘appeal,’ and insert ‘apply for a re- 
hearing.’ ” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) said 
he wanted to propose a proviso to the 
first sub-section of Clause 78, in the 
tollowing terms— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 35, line 34, at end, to add the words 
‘Provided that in the case of a holding the 
rateable value of which does not exceed £20, no 
appeal shall be allowed under this Act except 
on a question of law.’”—(Mr. Clancy.) 
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Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there added.”’ 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the hon. 
| Member was perfectly at liberty to raise 
that point now, but he should prefer 
that the hon. Member raised it on 
Report. 





Mr. CLANCY said there were 80 
many matters left over for Report, that 
he proposed it with the object of obtain- 
ing the view of the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
give his view on an Amendment that he 
had not seen, even in manuscript. 


Mr. CLANCY aaid he did not wish to 
obstruct progress, and he would with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 78, agreed to 
Clauses 79 to 81 agreed to. 


Clause 82. 


Mr. TULLY said he thought that the 
definition of labourer in the clause, 
instead of being extended was rather 


| restricted. He wished to moveanAmend- 


ment to strike out the words “ other 
than a domestic, or menial servant.” 


He did not see why this invidious dis- 


tinction should be brought in The 
effect of it would be very unfair and 
would greatly limit an application of the 
Labourers Acts. In the West and also in 
the North of Ireland these Acts were a 
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dead letter until the Local Government 
Act came into force, when the people got 
somerepresentation on the local authorities. 
Withfsome amendment this section could 
beJmade a good werking section, and he 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would also apply it to small towns. The 
labourers of Ireland were nearly as 
numerous a body as the tenant farmers, 
and he did not see why they should be 
deprived of the same legislation as the 
tenant farmers. 


Amendment proposed-- 


“In page 37, line 15, to leave out the words 
‘other than a domestic or menial servant.’ ” 
—(Mr Tully.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


And, it being Midnight, the Ohairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; - to sit 


again to-morrow. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) (RE-COM- 
MITTED) BILL. 


F%Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without¥ Amendment.’ Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. Tully. 





{COMMONS} 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for this day. 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [LORDS]. 


Copy ordered, “‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords].”—(Mr, Bonar Law.) 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [LORDS.] 


Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
[Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION BILL [LORDS]. 


Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum stat 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill {Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL (LORDS. } 


Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Water Orders Confirmation Bill 
[Lords]."—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


Adjourned at a minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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Factory and Workshop Acts (Dangerous and Unhealthy 
industries),—Copy of Regulations, dated 19th June 
1903, made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of Section 79 of The Factory 
po Workshop Act, 1901, for the process of file- 

eutting by hand [1 Edw. VIL, ¢. 22, s. 84] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Special Exception—Over- 
time Christmas Card Making),—Copy of Order, dated 
18th June 1903, made by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, with regard to the Overtime 
Employment of Women in the making of Christmas 
and New Year Cards [1 Edw. VIL., ¢. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Public Records (Disposal of Documents),—Copy of 
Additional Rule ms Ye the Publie Record Office Acts, 
1877 and 1898, for the disposal of certain Documents 
[40 and 41 Vic., e. 55, s. 1] 


Public Records (Office of Land Revenue Records and 
Enrolments),—Copy of Schedule containing a List 
and Particulars of Classes of Documents from the 
(Office of Land Revenue Records and Enrolments 
which are now in the Public Record Office but are 
not vonsidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein [40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 55, s. 1) 


Inebriate Reformatories (Regulations), — Copy of 
Amended Regulations made with the approval of the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department for the 
management and discipline of the Chureh Army 
Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey, certified as an 
Inebriate Reformatory under The [nebriates Act, 1898 
(61 and 62 Vie., ¢. 60, s. 21 (L)] 


Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898, 
—Copy of Draft Order in Council altering the Scale 
set out in the Second Schedule to the Act, for the 
purpose of the levying of Light Dues in pursuance of 
the Act [61 and 62 Vic., e. 41, s. 5 (3)) 


Incermediate Education ([reland),—Copy of Rule made 
by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
determining the number of Centre Superintendents 
to he appointed for the Examinations, 1903 [41 and 
42 Vic., c. 66, s. 6] 


Board of Education,—Copy of Minute of the Board of 
Education, dated 6th July 1903, withdrawing Article 
102 and Articles 111 to 129, inclusive, of the Pro- 
vi-ional Code, 1903 [33 and 34 Vic., ¢. 75, s. 97] 


Metropolitan Water Stock Regulations, 1903,—Copy of 
Order made by the Local Government Board pre- 
scriling Regulations with respect to the creation, 
issue, transfer, dealing with, and redemption of any 
Metropolitan Water Stock which the Metropolitan 
Water Board create under The Metropolis Water 
Act, 1902 [53 and 54 Vie., e. 59, s. 52 (3)] 
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40 days 


60 days 
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4 weeks (whilst 
the House is 
sitting) 


30 sitting days 


40 days 


One month 


30 days 
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